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Edward Brassey, of Montana, to be register of the land office at
Lewistown, Mont., his present term having expired. (Reappoint-
ment.)

James M. Burlingame, of Montana, to be register of the land
office at Great Falls, Mont., a new office created by the act of
April 28, 1902, to fill an original vacancy.

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS,

Edward A.*Winstanley, of Montana, to be receiver of public
moneys at Missoula, Mont., vice William Q. Ranft, term expired.

C. H. Benton, of Montana, to be receiver of public moneys at
Great Falls, Mont., a new office created by the act of April 28,
1902, to fill an original vacancy.

Louis W. Eldridge, of Montana, to be receiver of public moneys
at Lewistown, Mont., his present term having expired. (Reap-
pointment.)

CONFIRMATIONS.
Ezxecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 16, 1902.
PROMOTION IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE,

P. A. Surg. Julius O. Cobb, of South Carolina, to be a eon
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, to rank as
such from April 20, 1902.

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY.
Infantry Arm.

Nelson Read Johnson, of the District of Columbia, to be second |

lientenant, February 2, 1901.
Post & M. Sergt. Staley A. Campbell, United States Army,
to be second lieutenant, February 2, 1901.

Artillery Corps. )
Alphonse Strebler, of New York, first lientenant, Philippine

Scouts, late sergeant, Company I, Forty-third Infantry, United
States Volunteers, to be first lientenant, September 23, 1901,

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY,
Infantry Arm.

Lieut. Col. Edmund Rice, Second Infantry, to be colonel, May
5, 1902.

Lieut. Col. Charles G. Penney, Twenty-third Infantry, to be
colonel, May 9. 1902,

Maj. Willis Wittich, Twenty-first. Infantry, to be lientenant-
colonel, May 5, 1902.

Maj. William H. W. James, Twenty-third Infantry, to be lieu-
tenant-colonel, May 9, 1902.

Capt. James B, Goe, Thirteenth Infantry, to be major, April 15,
1902.

Capt. Hunter Liggett, Fifth Infantry,to be major, May 5, 1902,

First Lieut. Henry M. Dichmann, Seventh Infantry, to be cap-
tain (subject to examination required by law), April 15, 1902.

Tirst Lieut. Halstead Dorey, Fourth Infantry, to be captain,
May 5, 1902,

F)ivrst Lieut. Edward A. Roche, Fifteenth Infantry, to be cap-
tain, April 14, 1902. -

First Lieut. William M. Fassett, Fifth Infantry, to be captain,
April 14, 1902.

Quartermaster’s Department.

Maj. John W. Pullman, quartermaster, to be deputy quarter-
master-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, May 5, 1902.
Capt. Carroll A. Devol, quartermaster, to be quartermaster
with the rank of major, May 5, 1902. )
POSTMASTERS.

James C. Tyrrell, to be postmaster at Grass Valley, in the county
of Nevada and State of California.

Jacob B. Mathews, to be postmaster at Roswell, in the county
of Chaves and Territory of New Mexico.

Anustin Young, to be postmaster at Randsburg, in the county of
Kern and State of California.

Will S. Fornshell, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county
of Preble and State of Ohio. =

Ansel T. Simmons, to be postmaster at Geneva, in the county
of Ashtabula and State of Ohio.

Frederic B. Taylor, to be fpost-master at South Orange, in the
county of Essex and State of New Jersey.

Melancthon B. Everitt, to be postmaster at Payne, in the county
of Paulding and State of Ohio.

Robert M. Rownd, to be
of Franklin and State of Ohio.

Charles A. McKim, to be postmaster at Celina, in the county
of Mercer and State of Ohio,

James H. Rabbitts, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county
of Clark and State of Ohio.

aster at Columbus, in the county

Leonidas Conover, to be postmaster at Covington, in the county
of Miami and State of Ohio.

Frank E. Britton, to be postmaster at Jonesboro, in the county
of Washington and State of Tennessee.

EXCHANGE OF PUBLICATIONS.

The injunction of secrecy was removed from the following con-
vention, which was ratified by the Senate May 16, 1902:

A convention relative to the exchange of official, scientific, lit-
erary, and industrial publications, signed at the City of Mexico
on Janunary 27, 1902, by the delegates of the American Republics
to the Second International Conference of American States.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
FripaY, May 16, 1902,

The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey.
Hexry N. CoupeN, D. D.
The Journalof yesterday's proceedings was read and approved.

ROSECRANS CEREMONIES.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following appoint-
ment:

The Clerk read as follows:

Member of the committee at the Rosecrans ceremonies: Mr. HOOKER, of
Mississippi.

The SPEAKER. This is to take the place of our late col-
league, Mr. Cummings.

DISPOSITION OF PUBLIC LANDS IN PORTO RICO.,

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 13244) authoriz-
ing the President to reserve public lands and buildings in the
island of Porto Rico for public uses, and granting other public
lands and buildings to the government of Porto Rico.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to
make, within one year after the approval of this act, such reservation of

ublic lands and buildings balongiug to the United States in the island of

orto Rico, for military, naval, light-house, marine-hospital, and other pub-
lic par ¢, a8 he may deem necessary, and all the public lands and build-
inzs, not including harbor areas and navigable streams and bodies of water,
owred by the United States in said island and not go reserved be, and the
same are hereby, granted to the government of Porto Rico. to be held or di
posed of for the use and benefit of the people of said island: Provided, That
=nid grant is upon the express condition that the government of Porto Rico,
by proper authority, release to the United States any interest nr claim it
may have in or upon the lands or buildings reserved by the President under
the provisions of this act.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Reserving the right to object, Mr.
Speaker, I wonld like to know if. this is a unanimous report from
the committee? -

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It was reported from the committee by
unanimous vote.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman from Indiana ex-
plain the obi?%t of this bill?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, the situation in relation_
to this measure is this: At the time of the megotiation of the
treaty of Paris there were public lands in the island of Porto Rico
amounting to about 104,000 acres, lands mainly in the interior of
the island, away from railroads and highways, lands of a mixed
character, some of them classed as brush lands, some as moun-
tainous, and some as swamp lands. Considerable portions of the
lands are capable of reclamation. and will make a fair guality of
farming land. In addition to this, on the island of San Juan, on
which the city of San Juan is located, there are about 150 acres
of public lands which are badly needed for municipal purposes,
but the title is in such condition that they can not be utilized.

There is a pressing necesgity for such disposition of the land on
the island of San Juan that such portions of it as are not needed
for public use may be used for the extension of the city. There
is not a single vacant lot in the city of San Juan in private owner-
ship to-day. A large portion of that island is held by the publie,
and is not needed nor being used for any public purpose.

The law does not confer upon the Secretary of the Interior any
authority over the public lands in the island at all. In his report
this last year he recommended that some supervision or control be
given him; that he be anthorized to survey and classify the lands,

| and in pursnance of that recommendation early in the session I

introduced a bill putting the control of the lands under the Sec-
retary of the Interior and directing him to survey and classify -
them and proceed to reclaim the possession of those that were
held by occupants without right and to protect the title thereto.
On investigation it was thonght by the Committee on Insular Af-
fairs, in view of the character of the land, that it would be unwise
to put them under the control of the Secretary of the Interior;
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that the cost of survey and classification would be more than
would ever be realized from their sale. -

The governor of Porto Rico was communicated with by the
Secretary of the Interior, and he sent the commissioner of public
works here to represent the interests of the people of the islands.
The commissioner made a statement before the Committee on
Insular Affairs, and, after a full hearing and a careful investiga-
tion of the question, the committee decided that it was not the
policy of this Government fo appropriate to its own use any of
the public lands in Porto Rico, but that the revenues of the lands
ought to be given to the le of the island; and the judgment
of the committee was that the lands not needed for public
P should be granted to the insnlar government, to be held
or disposed of for the benefit of the Eeople of the island.

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield a moment?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Iowa?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield.

Mr, LACEY. Iwould like to call the attention, in this connec-
tion, of the gentleman to the fact that we have a commissioner
from Porto Rico, who onght to be on the floor of the House now,
from whom we might inqunire as to the sitnation, but is denied
the privilege of the floor, and who has to stay around in the cor-
ridors. I would like to get his views about this bill. Of course,
as a commissioner he could not make a speech, but there is a
resolution now pending allowing him to come on the floor to look
after the legislation he is interested in, and in that connection I
only call the attention of the Chair to this difficulty. Iwould like
to ask the gentleman whether the commissioner has been con-
sulted about this bill; whether it meets his approval.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Iam glad to be able to say to the gen-
tleman from Iowa that the commissioner from the island of Porto
Rico a; ed before thé Committee on Insular Affairs and made
a full historical statement in relation to the title and the condi-
tion of the public lands in the island, and he took the position
that the title was, in ecﬁ;ity, in the province of Porto Rico at the
time of the cession of that island to the United States, and there-
fore never passed to the United States Government under the
treaty of Paris.

Mrt.i LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a further

uestion,

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes.

Mr. LACEY. I would like to inquire of my friend from In-
diana as to whether a considerable portion of this public land is
not now in the occupation of squatters—settlers—and.whether
any arrangement has been made to protect the rights of those
men, who have perhaps been occupying this land for generations?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is impossible to say how much of the

blic lands of Porto Rico may be occupied now by what are
fgown as squatters, becanse np one knows the boundaries, the
extent, and the exact location, and no one knows how many of
the old Spanish land grants have been forfeited and how many
men are asserting titles that are unfounded.

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a still further

uestion, if he does not think there should be some provision un-
3er this bill that will protect the rights of these long-time native
settlers there?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. We concluded thatthat anthority could
safely be vested in the government of the island. They are on
the ground and know the situation, and will be required to un-
dergo the expense mecessary for the reclamation, the surveying
of f.is land, and the perfecting of the titles, and we thought it en-
tirely safe to vest in the insular government the power to take
care of the equitable rights of the squatters.

Now, there is another aspect of this question that I beg to call
to the attention of the House, and that is the guestion of title.
The inhabitants of the island of Porto Rico insist that away back
in 1808, at the time the Spanish Government changed from an
absolute monarchy into a constitutional government and estab-
lished an independent treasury for the province of Porto Rico,
in effect, though not expressly, the Crown of Spain yielded and
ceded all of the public lands in the island to the provincial govern-
ment, and that the Government of Spain never attempted to ex-
ercise any authority over the lands from that time until the
American conquest.

Now, it was the judgment of the committee that by authoriz-
ing the President of the United States to reserve all of the land
on the island that he might deem necessary for military posts,
for naval stations, and for other public purposes, within a year
after the date of the passage of the act, and ceding the balance of
the lands to the island, to be held for the benefit of the people, all
the questions of ownership and title would be satisfactorily dis-

of, For the protection of this Government we require as a
condition to the operation of our grant that the insular govern-
ment shall release to the United States any claim it may have

upon the lands or the buildings that the President shall reserve
under the authority conferred upon him by the terms of this bill.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him
a question? Does this bill now cede any rights we may have over
that land to the people of Porto Rico or the government of the
Territory of Porto Rico, or does it merely authorize the President
to make the selections? Is that as far as you go in this bill?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. This bill aunthorizes the President to
reserve such public lands as he may deem necessary for military,
naval, marine hospital, and other public purposes.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. - And goes no further than that?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And then it expressly grants all the
other public lands—all the lands not so reserved—to the govern-
ment of Porto Rico, to be held or disposed of for the benefit of
the people of the island, on condition that they release to the
United States any claim they may have upon the lands reserved
by the President under the provisions of the act.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Did the Insular Committee, when this
bill was before it, consider the question of leaving the public
lands there open to homestead entry in the future?

Mr. CR 'ACKER. Yes, sir. That question was discussed
by the committee; but in view of the fact that there are only
about 104,000 acres of land—generally of a mountainous charac-
ter—and in view of the large expense that might be entailed, we
thought it wise to remit the whole question to the insnlar govern-
ment. We concluded that it could pertiaps handle the question
and dispose of it in a way more satisfactory to the interests of all
concerned than we could do, because of our limited knowledge of
the subject.

Mr, UNDERWOOD. That was the unanimouns conglusion of
the Committee on Insular Affairs?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It was; and it is the unanimous judg-
ment of the committee that this bill onght to pass at once—that
there is a ]Eressing necessity for its

The SPEAKER. Is there objﬁctlon? A

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera-
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and

sed.
pa(a)n motion of Mr. CRUMPACKER, a motion to reconsider the
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I move that House bill 5823, for which
the bill just passed was substituted, lie on the table.
The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be made.
There was no objection. * .

ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, DOVER, TENN.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the bill (S. 89) to construct a road to the
national cemetery at Dover, Tenn,

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, efe., That the sum of §11,500, or so much thereof as may be
necessary, be, and the same is heml‘g: appropriated out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriat fumof co Ggg under
the direction of the Secre of War, a road, or a r fartly
of gravel and partly of stone, from the river landing or its vicinity, in the
town of Dover, Tenn,, to the national cemetery near Old Fort Donaldson:
Provided, That the right of way, not less than 50 feet in width, shall first ba

secured to the United States to any &n of the ground over which said road
shall run not now owned by the United SBtates.

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera-
tion of the bill, which was ordered to a third reading, read the
third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, a motion to recon-
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

REFUND OF TAXES ON LEGACIES, ETC.

Mr. McCALL. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk.
The bill (H. R. 18204) was read, as follows:

A bill to provide for refunding taxes paid u legacies and bequests for
uses of a religious, charitable, or educational character, for the encourage-
ment of art, etc., under the act of June 13, 1898.

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury, be, and heis hereby,
aunthorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, to the corporations, associations, or societies, such sums
of money as have been v them as taxes upon uests or legacies for
usesof a religiouse literary, charitable, or educational character, or*for the
encouragement of art, or legacies or bequests to societies for the preven-
tion of cruelty to children, under the provisions of section £9 of the act en-
titled **An act to provide ways and means to meet war expenditures, and
for other purposes,” approved June 13, 1808,

The amendments rted by the Committee on Ways and
Means were read, as follows:

In line 3, after the word * Treasury,” insert * under appropriate roles and
re tions to be prescribed by him.”

n line 6 strike out the word *or.”

In line 6, after the word “ societies,” insert “or individuals as trustres or
executors,”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bill?

Mr. CLAYTON. Ishouldliketohear anexplanationof the bill.
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Mr. McCALL. MMr. Speaker, this bill was referred to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and that committee, after considering
it, thought it a wise bill to be reported. While the war-revenue
act would bear the construction that taxes should be imposed
on legacies to hospitals, schools, libraries, and the charities of the
country generally, yet I think I venture nothing in saying that
there was no man in either House who contemplated that result
from that act. The taxes imposed under that act were not merely
the amount im d in cases where the legacy was left fo a
brother or equally near relative, but in cases where the property
i?i‘assfsed to persons remote in blood, and to strangers in blood.

hat is to say, the highest tax was imposed upon charitable
legacies, amounting in some cases, I think, to 15 per cent.

he Commissioner of Internal Revenue furnished to the chair-
man of the Committee on Ways and Means a statement of the
various legacies on which this tax had been paid, and if any gen-
tleman will look at this list he will have a very good general view
of the charitable and educational work of the country.

Let me say further, as bearing upon our intention, that the
very first thing repealed when we dealt with the war-revenue
act was this taxation upon legacies to charitable and religious in-
stitutions and other institutions of that kind.

I have included in the report which I have made in this case
on behalf of the Committee on Ways and Means a list of the
taxes which have been paid, embracing such institutions as the
Pacific Hebrew Orphan Asylum, of California, the Berkeley Di-
vinity School, of Connecticut, the Home for Aged Sisters of the
Poor, of Connecticut, the colleges and city libraries, the lying-in
hospitals, charitable eye and ear infirmaries, homes for aged
men, homes for aged women, etc. This tax we levied remorse-
lessly upon those institutions which it has always been the policy
of our laws to spare.

Mr. CLAYTON. Has not the Commissioner of Internal Reve-
nue held that this tax would be against the estate of the deceased
person and not against the legatee?

Mr. McCALL. The tax was imposed upon the legacies, andin
many cases it came out of the legatees.

Mr. CLAYTON. Did not the Commissioner make some ruling
of that sort?

Mr. McCALL. He could not make such a ruling, because the
tax was imposed upon the legacies. In some cases, I will say, the
executors or trustees sustained a portion of the tax, but it was
recon from the legacies; in a t majority of cases it was
paid from the legacies. I called that matter to the attention of
the committee, and after considering it we thought it wise to re-
fund all of the taxes, no matter whether they were paid by indi-
viduals or by whom, npon these charitable legacies. We did not
believe it was the intention of the Government of the United
States to go down into the contribution boxes of the country.
We though tthat that money burned in the National
and that the vindication of our national character required that
it should be refunded. And while there was a difference of opin-
ion in the committee as to some amendments, as I understand it,
the committee were una.nimousltgein favor of reporting the bill.

Mr. CLAYTON. MayI ask gentleman one more question?

Mr. McCALL. Certainly.

Mr. CLAYTON. This measure met the unanimous approval
and judgment of the Committee on Ways and Means, did it?

Mr. McCALL. AsI understand it, the committee were unani-
mously for it. As I said, one gentleman suggested a certain
amendment which was not thought wise to be adopted.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It was thé unanimous ac-
tion of the committee. They were all in favor of the hill.

Mr. CLAYTON. I am entirely satisfied with the explanation.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed

to.
The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and ed.
On motion of Mr. McCALL, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.
LAND GRANTS TO NEW MEXICO.

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 11062) to amend an
act entitled ““An act to make certain grants of land to the Terri-
tory of New Mexico, and for other purposes.™

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent for the present comsideration of a bill which the Clerk

will reg;)ﬁt.
The bill was read, as follows:
Be it enacted, etc., That section 10 of an act a June 21, 1808, entitled
act to grants of land to the of New Mexico, and
f’or other purposes,” is amended by adding at the end of the said section the
0!

“Mvif.ied, That timbered lands may be sold in tracts of not to exceed
25,000 acres to any one person, ecrporation, or association of persons,”

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on
the Public Lands, was read:

In line 8 strike outall after the word “‘Provided’ and insert in
lieu thereof the following:

That timber upon land referred to in this section be sold, in tracts not to
exceed 25,000 acres to any one person, ggomﬁon. or association, for the
highest and best price obtainable, under rules and regulations as m
be pl'et:‘.r;lbed by the board of public lands or the legislative assembly of

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to.

The bill as amended was orde to be engrossed and read a
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and d.

On motion of Mr. KLEBERG, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE.
Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal privi-

ege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. SIMS. On last Monday, May 12, the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr, JENKINS], in his remarks on what was called the gas
bill, made use of the following language:

It—

That is, the bill—
was carefully considered. E man on that committee knew all about i
and my friend from Missouri and my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Sius
gom me in saying that for three months they have stayed out of chureh and

unday school to hunt up villainous objections to this tion, that th
ought not to find faunlt with, or less fault with, because we have taken
matter up and asked for prompt consideration.

Mr. Sius. Mr. Chairman, let me make just this suggestion: If there is any-
thing on earth that would ilustif 'vaman in sta{l;g away from Sunday school
and ehurch it would be to fight such a bill as this. [Prolonged laughter.]
Mr. JeskIns. I know my friend abhors a corporation.

Mr. Sims. Oh, no.
Mr. JENkINS. And Iappreciateit. Iknow heisabsolutely afraid of every-
in a previous

thing'that has rate qualities, but yet when I invited

Congress to put these corporations under his control, he voted against it.
He is only consistent when he is voting for the Methodist Church to rob the
Treasury of the United States.

Mr. Speaker, I was f%nreaent when the gentleman made the state-
ment, but I did not y understand it, and that is the reason
I did not make any reply at the moment. After I read the
Recorp and found what the remark was, I felt that I could not
afford to let the matter pass unnoticed. The gentleman says I
am only consistent when I am voting for the Methodist Church
to rob the Treasury of the United States. I know of no bill
which has been before this House in which the Methodist Church
was interested except what was known as the Methodist Book
Concern bill, which was to pay the publishing house of the Meth-
odist Episcopal Church South $288,000 for the use of its publish-
ing house during the war between the States. I worked and -
voted for that bill conscientiously, because I thought it was a
just and honest measure, as the proof before the committee and
the report of the committee showed.

Mr. SHATTUC. May I ask the gentleman a

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIMS. Just let me finish my statement and then I will be
glad to answer any question.

‘While that bill was pending before the House a rumor became

1

‘| somewhat eurrent that a gentleman who was here working for the

bill was to receive alage fee, one-third of it. I atoncespoke tothe
gentleman, Mr. E. B. Stahlman, about it, and he said he had no
interest in the claim except as a member of the church and as a
friend of Barbee & Smith. My distinguished colleague [Mr.
G AINES of Tennessee] who introduced that bill spoke to me about
it. He said there was absolutely no truth in the rumor, that
Messrs. Barbee & Smith, the agents of the book concern, had so
assured him. In corroboration he showed me a letter of Barbee
& Smith, a part of which is as follows:
ha}'[gee Stahlman, who, 1& mwuaotumwﬂﬁg a Eirl.f?bgnt?%sr of other matters,
T Ving our matier some ﬂhlﬂgt()‘ﬂ
the next few days, and be will be ghdnto to you about the mﬁggam =
With Mr. GaNes’s statement corroborated by the letter he
showed me from Barbee & Smith, the trusted agents of the
Methodist Episcopal Church Sonth, which said that Mr. Stahl-
man was here, and, in connection with a large number of other
matters, was giving their matter some attention, I had no doubt
of the truth of the statement of Mr. GAINES and Mr. Stahlman.
It turned out that Mr. Stahlman had at that time a contract from
the Book Afgfents to get 85 per cent of this claim, amounting to over
$100,000. he was worth that much when giving their matter
only *‘ some attention,”” what would his services have been worth
if he had given it special attention? Therefore I worked and
voted for the passage of that bill, believing it was honest, and that
no fee was to be paid to any living mortal in behalf of this chari-
table work.
_ On the 81st of May, 1898, there appeared an item in the Wash-
ington Post that Mr. Stahlman was to be paid a fee of 35 per cent
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of the claim. I did not believe a word of it.
lowing letter to Messrs. Barbee & Smith:

WasHINGTON, D, C., May 31, 1898,

But I wrote the fol-

Messrs. BARBEE & SMITH.
Agents, Nashville, Tenn.
DeAr Sims: Inclosed find clipping from the Washington Post, which
gpealm for itself. Please give me a full statement as to the amounts paid
tahlman or anyone else. I want such a statement as can go into the lﬁ.’c-

orD. The investigation by Congress is almost certain to follow. If these
rumors are true as to paying Stahlman or any number of persons 35 per
cent of this claim, every cent of the §288,000 ought to be d back to the

United States.
No honorable nse could have been made of so large'a sum in securing the
go of the bill. This was no case of an ordinary claim of an individual
fore the Conrt of Claims in which large conditional fees are paid, but it
was a sacred trust fund to be devoted to charitable purposes. th Major
Stahlman and Colonel Baker claimed that no commissions or percentage of
this claim were to be paid to anyone, and upon that anthority I assured
many members that the rumor that had obtained to that effect was not true.
It would have been impossible to have secured the passage of the bill had not
such assurances been given. Members were deceived and caused to vote for
the bill in this way, and they feel that the wrong should be righted and the
Treasury placed in statu quo. . :
There is a cloud of scandal now hanging like a black pall over the Dome of
the Capitol. I hope you will do all you can to remove it.
Yours, truly, T. W. SIMS.
I got no answer for about ten days—about fourteen days.in
fact—when the following letter wasreceived from Messrs, Barbee
& Smith:

N ASHVILLE, TENK., June 10, 1858.

Hon. T. W. Sius,
Member of Congress, Washington, D, C.

Sir: Your letter of May 31 came to hand by due course of mail. It was
couched in such extraordinary language and contained so many unwarrant-
able insinnations and demands that we have been debating in our minds
whether or not you were entitled to any reply whatever; and now that we
are promised an investigation b{&g. Congressional committes of all the facts
relating to the payment of our claim we have concluded to refrain from say-
ing anything until this investigation shall have had. When the inves-
tigation is completed, we shall dg-iv%you such an answer as the facts and cir-
cumstances of the case demand. ® shall probably do so at a later period,
whether the investigation is had or not.

PR BARBEE & SMITH, Book Agents.

This is the reply I got to the request for a letter giving the in-
formation asked for that should go into the REcorp. The sub-
sequent letter, that was to follow, has never reached me. I sub-
mit, Mr. Speaker, to this House that my letter, written upon the
very first intimation I had that such a fee contract had been en-
tered into, required in good faith the return of every dollar of
the appropriation, does not justify the gentleman in ﬁa}ri.n\%1 that
1 ghowed my consistency only when I'voted for the Methodist
Church to rob the Treasury of the United States.”’ I say to the
membership of this House that if I have ever given any other
vote on a Methodist Church bill I do not remember it. I believe
that the claim was just and honest, and that it ought to have
been paid; but rather than see the church approve such methods,
I thought'it ought to be paid back.

1 want tosay, Mr. Speaker, that I think the membership of that
great church are as pure, as good, as honest, as pious as any
of people npon the face of this green earth. I believe that the
widows and orphans of that church to-day would out of their
mites contribute a sufficient fund to deliver every dollar back to
the Treasury rather than indirectly profit by the methods which
were pursued in order to obtain the passage of the bill. I hope
we will never hear of this matter again; but if the gentleman
from Wisconsin, who has made this charge, or anyone else, will
introduce a resolution or bill to have that money paid back, I will
vote and work for it, not that I think that the claim was not a
just one, but for the moral effect it will have on the church. The
church was in no sense responsible for what was done, and have
been exonerated by the Senate after full investigation. I again
deny that the Methodist Episcopal Church South has ever directly
or indirectly robbed the Treasury of the United States, and all
such charges are false, absolutely false.

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker—

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is recog-
nized.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I hope the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania will indulge me; this is somewhat of a matter of per-
sonal privilege. ”

- The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee rise toa

matter °§£§m°““1 privilege of his own?
Mr. G ES of Tennessee. I do.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, my very honorable
colleagne states that he based his vote and action in this Metho-
dist Church matter upon information received from me and from
a letter that was directed to me by the book agent of that con-
cern, and I desire to state this, that I had the ntmost faith, the
utmost confidence, in the gentlemen, Messrs, Barbee & Smith,
who informed me —

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, there is no question of personal
privilege stated by the gentleman from Temgzssee.

The SPEAKER. The point of order made by the gentleman
from New York is well taken.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I hope the Chair will indulge

me——

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee will suspend.
The Chair has stated that the point of order has been made that
this is not a question of personal privilege. If the gentleman has
a guestion of personal privilege he may proceed, but if not public
business is not to be interfered with in this manner.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then I ask unanimous consent to
make a statement of three or four minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent that he may proceed for three minutes, Is there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

r. GAINES of Tennessee. I exceedingly regret that the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] should have said of
my colleague [Mr. Sivs] that “‘he is only consistent when he is
voting for the Methodist Church to rob the Treasury of the
United States.”” In explaining his relation to the passage of the
bill providing for the payment of this claim my colleague states
that he based his support of the measure npon information re-
ceived from me and from the letter which has just been read,
written me by Messrs. Barbee & Smith.

Now, I desire to say that the claim is entirely meritorious, as
I will show later on, and which I demonstrated when the matter
was %ending in the House. I introduced the bill for its payment
which became the law,

The information which I had in reference to the payment of
this large fee to Major Stahlman was received from Messrs. Bar-
bee & Smith in person, while the letter they wrote me led me

to believe, very naturally, that Major Stahlman was in Washing-

ton on other business, which was the case, I then thought and
still think, and that he would incidentally, or as a friend of the
church, aid in the passage of this bill.

Messrs. Barbee & Smith stated to me that Major Stahlman
was to receive no compensation for his services, and Major Stahl-
man said to me himself, and to many others of Congress, that he
was not to receive one cent for his services.

Relying upon this information, it was natural for me and proper
to repel the charge that this huge fee was to be paid Major Stahl-
man. I had known Dr. Barbee a number of years; he was m
neighbor; he had been the pastor of the church I attended, of-
ficiated at my marriage and at the burial of several of my people,
while Mr. Smith was my Sunday-school superintendent.

I relied implicitly npon what they in person said to me, and
on what they wrote me in this letter, and I submit, Mr, Speaker,
if T can not rely upon men of this class, of men whom I knew to
be honorable and upright, npon whom counld I rely or shonld rely?

‘When I received this letter from Messrs. Barbee and Smith, I de-
termined to lay aside, as I did, my personal feeling toward Major
Stahlman, entertaining as I did no friendly feeling for him. Bi{e
is a distinguished Re{mblica.n, living in my distriet, who had
bitterly opposed my election to Congress, as did the newspaper
which he owns, an Administration sheet, I ma ¥

But I laid all this aside and did all T could honorably for the

sage of this bill. I saw Major Stahlman almost daily, as we
Ef):.rded at the same hotel., But at no time did he tell me that he
was to be paid any fee.

I knew he was in Washington often, and I thought was then on
some railroad business pending in Washington , and I naturally
believed that his offices in the matter were purely as a friend of
the church.

I knew his family were members of the Methodist Church at
Nashville, and that he affiliated with that church, and hence, as
he said, he was working for the payment of this claim.

These facts alone, laying aside the letter of Messrs. Barbee and
Smith, naturally led me to believe that his action in the matter
was because he was a friend of the church.

I have given twice a statement of my entire history with the
passage of this bill. I did so under oath, once before the Senate
committee and recently in a deposition. - My record in the matter
T gladly gave the public when called on to do so. It isopen for
everyone to read, and I reaffirm here all that I have stated in these
two statements.

Had I known that this enormous fee was to be paid Major
Stahlman, or anyone else, for lobbying for this claim before Con-
gress I would not have voted for the age of the bill, and I
certainly would not have misled my friends—the members of
Congress—in the manner that I did when they asked me if the
charge that this fee was to be paid was true and I said to them
that there was no truth in the charge. I wasmisled, as youmust
gee, and I am grieved thatI misled my friends—members of Con-

& Now, a moment as to the marits of the claim. The United
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States Army while in Nashville used and consumed an immense
amount—about $480,000 worth—of property of the Methodist
Episcopal Church South. The amount paid by Congress was
$288,000. Gen. Clinton B. Fisk said this was a just claim. He,
I think, was in Nashville when this property was taken.

Maj. A. W. Wills, a Republican, who was in Nashville at the
time this property was taken, and who is now and has been sev-
eral times the postmaster at Nashville, espoused this measure.
Indeed, he was very active in its support.

The Hon. John C. Houk, a Republican, once a member of this
House, indorsed it. So did Capt. J. W. Baker, a leading Repub-
lican of Nashville, and so have many other leading Republicans,
as well as Democrats. The bishops of both branches of the Meth-
odist Church indorsed it, including the colored bishops. I could
give you a list as long as my arm of leading men whose names
appear here in the RECORD containing the debate on this bill when
ﬁnding in the House. The claim was absolutely meritorious.

e history of the claim is odious now because of the deception
gemcticed in procuring its passage, as I have stated, and as the
nmate hearings on this matter clearly disclose. I thank the

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL.

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report on
the omnibus claims bill, which I send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houw
on the amendment of the Scnate to the bill (H. R, #587) for the allowance o
certain elaims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims nnder
the wisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as
the Bowman Act, having met, after a conference have agreed to recommend
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment
numbered 2, and agree to the same.
be;i;‘x‘liai the committee report a disagreement to the Senate amendment num-

THAD. M. MAHON,
HENRY R. GIBSON,
T. W. S8IMS,

Managers on the part of the House,
F.E. WARREN.
WILLL

House for the opportunity granted me for making this stabeme:t./

Mr. MAHON. I ask to have the statement read, Mr. Speaker.
The Clerk read the statement, as follows:

Btatement of House conferees to accompany report of conference committee
on the bill (H. R. 8587) for the allowance of certain elaims for stores and
supplies, reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act
approved March 8, 15883, and commonly known as the Bowman Act.

That there is & practical agreement to everything except to the Selfridge
board claims. Upon this part of amendment Senate refused to recede, and
Housa conferees, obeying instructions of House, no free conference could be
had in relation to same in order to bring the two Houses together.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like the attention of the gentle-
* man from Pennsylvania [Mr. MaHoN] for a moment. As I under-

stand, this report merely agrees to Senate amendment No. 2, which
affects the title, and otherwise it reports a disagreement?

Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no objection.

The report was agreed to.

Mr. MAHON. I now ask that the House further insist on its
disagreement and ask a further conference.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves that
the House further insist on its disagreement to the amendment of
the Senate, and asks a new conference. Is there objection to this
request?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has either
the right to ask unanimous consent or make the motion. Which
does he do?

Mr. MAHON. I make the motion. ; ;

The SPEAKER. The question then is on the motion of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania. that the House further insist on

“its disagreement and ask a further conference.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a parlia-

mentary inquiry. When this motion is adopted, will it, under

the }Jractica of the House, vacate the former instructions to the |
conf

erence committee?

The SPEAKER. If this motion is carried, it wonld.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Itwouldleave theconferees uninstructed?

The SPEAKER. It would leave them uninstructed.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I will ask the Chair to recognize
me later to further instruct the conferees.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is now on agreeing to the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Penusylvania.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House further insist on its former instructions to the conferees in
reference to the Selfridge board claims,

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not clear as to the motion made
by the gentleman.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr, Speaker, several days ago the
House——

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that. Will the gen-
tleman please state his motion?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move again, Mr. Speaker, that the
House instruct the conferees on this bill not to to any of
tllxe_items of the Senate amendment relating to the Selfridge board
claims,

The SPEAKER. The
ferees not to agree to w
amendment.

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I want to be very frank with the
House. The conferees recognize their duty to take the House
into their confidence. There is a practical agreement, or will be,
as to the balance of this bill. Now, to impose ironclad instrue-
tions u the conferees means no conference whatever. I will
be with the House and say that the conferees discussed the

ffferent phases of this matter—whether we skould cut these
claims as we did in the Fifty-fifth Congress, ing a reduction
of them, or whether they should be referred to the Court of

entleman moves to instruct the con-
t is known as the Selfridge board

Claims, or whether some other disposition should be made of
them. These different propositions were talked over in the con-
ference; but we were obliged to say to the Senate conferees:
““Our hands are tied; we can not have any conference on this
question whatever.”

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think this House can trust these con-
ferees. I believe that we can come to a conclusion finally that
even the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UxpErwoop] will be
}n'etty well satisfied is right. I think the House and Senate con-

erces can reach. such a result. I can say for the House con-
ferees that they have no idea except to treat the House fairlyand
| give it every opportunity to carry out its will in this matter.
| The three conferees on the part of the House have been mem-
| bers of this House for a long time, and no man will charge that
either of them wounld take any unfair advantage of the House,

But if the motion of the gentleman from Alabama be adopted,
| this report will probably come back to the House in the same
| shape as it leaves it. I ask, Mr. Speaker, that the motion be

voted down, that the conferees may be left to a free conference,
| s0 that we can come back and make a report to the House. If
| may be a tentative report; we may come back and ourselves ask

instructions. But what is the use of appointing conferees and
| then not allowing them to confer? We have got to fix this bill
' up. Wemight as well face the issue.

So far as I am personally concerned, there is not a dollar in-
volved here affecting anyone in my district or within 100 or 500
miles of it. I am one of those men who stand on this floor and
exercise their convictions regardless of the consequences either to
their constituents or to themselves.

| Of course, whatever this House will instruct the conferees will
carry out; but it is merely playing with the question to instruct
them in this way. If such instructions be adopted, all we can do

‘ is simply to say to the Senate conferees, ** We can not confer,”

! and then come right back to the House with the same kind of a
report we now make. The House can either defeat this bill in
toto or can have it arranged in conference in a shape satisfactory
to the Honse and then pass it. So far as I am personally con-
cerned, I do not care whether it goes up or goes down. I have no

| personal feeling in the matter.

J Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. MAHON. Certainly.

Mr. SHERMAN. AsI understand the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania, his statement is that the Senate refuses to enter into any -
agreement that does not in some way care for the so-called Self-

| ridge board claims. Is that correct? £
| Dbir. MAHON. That is correct.

Mr. SHERMAN. And then yousuggest that if the House will
send its conferees into conference unhampered by the instruc-

| tions, that then it may be possible to reach an agreement whereby
| these claims will either be allowed at a less amount or that the
may be sent to the Court of Claims for adjudication there. I{
that correct?

| Mr. MAHON. That is correct.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania it
through, I desire recognition, Mr, Speaker.

Mr. CANNON. I would like to ask the gentleman a question
Mr, Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yiel¢

| to the gentleman from Illinois?

Mr. MAHON. 7Yes.

Mr. CANNON. As I understand it, the item in dispute in-
volves legislation and was p; by the Senate,

Mr. MAHON. Entirely. .
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Mr. CANNON. Now, I will ask the gentleman if it is not true
that when one body proposes legislation and appropriations or
islation without appropriations upon a bill that contains many
other items, that that body recedes, under parliamentary prac-
tice and usage as to such matters proposed, if the other y in-
sists upon it? Or, to put it another way, the so-called claims in-
volve legislation, as many other matters npon this bill, and if the
House refuses to assent to the proposed legislation, under parlia-
mentary the Senate would recede.

Mr. MAHON. I do not know that they may; but we have to
have a conference.

Mr. CANNON. Iam ;;%Jeaking of what the usage is.

Mr. MAHON. Yes. ow, Mr. Speaker——

Mr. MADDOX., DMr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman a

unestion.
7 & The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has the
floor.

Mr. MADDOZX. I desire only to ask the gentleman a guestion.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER-
woop] had addressed the Chair. .

Mr. MAHON. Justa moment, and I will give the gentleman
the floor.

Mr. MADDOX. DMr, Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania if the conferees have agreed on every-
thing except these Selfridge board claims?

Mr. ON. There is a tentative agreement, but not a final
one, I will say to the gentleman; there is a tentative agreement
as to the balance of the amendment, to be frank with the gentle-
man. Now, I just want to say one word more. The Committee
on War Claims was not responsible for the insertion of the Sel-
fridge board clnims, so called, and others. In the Senate they
sent over claims to this House. They go to the Patent Commit-
tee, they go to the Military Committee, and to the different com-
mittees in the House. The Committee on Claims in the Senate
have under consideration a large number of claims.

In fact, all the claims which the War Claims Committee do not
have control of, and some which the Committee on Claims in the
Hanse have no control of, are referred to that large committee.
‘We sent our bill over to the Senate. That committee, composed
of some fourteen or fifteen Senators, some of whom are among
the leading members of the Senate, amended this bill, adding
claims to it that had passed either one or the other branch of Con-
gress or upon which there were reports from either the Senate or
the House. There is no item in this bill except as has been can-
vassed by the committees of the House or by the Honse itself.
The Senate committee amended this bill. That committee in the
Senate was unanimous in reporting the bill, and they insist they
are certainly entitled to some consideration. It was passed
through the Senate as aménded by the unanimous vote of the
Senate. Every Senator in that body supported this bill. Now,
it came over for conference.

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman
how many different Congresses have refused to pay these claims?

Mr. MAHON. What claims?

Mr. POU. The Selfridge claims that youn are speaking of.

Mr. MAHON. That has been talked of. I donot want to en-
ter into that discussion. In the Fifty-fifth Congress there was
§224.000 of them. These claims aggregated the sum of $200,000.
At that time I was a member of the committee on conference
and after a full conference we reduced these claims 20 per cent
and finally passed them. They have been passed by Congress as
individunal claims, I donot know how many, but guite a number.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I think this House ought to give these con-
ferees a free conference, and I will say very f v that T will
try to carry out the wishes of this House and get the very best
* terms I can from the Senate, either get them to recede altogether
or agree to treat these claims exactly as the Fifty-fifth Congress
treated them, by cutting them 20 per cent, or an agreement to
send them to the Court of Claims and get rid of them in some
way. That is all I desire to say.

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania whether the passage of the claims bill
after conference in the Fifty-fifth Congress was not made nupon a
statement that there was nothing in the bill that had not been
ratified by the committee and without reading the items?

Mr. MAHON. No, sir.

Mr. PARKER. That is my recollection.

Mr. MAHON. The Senate put these claims in, and the House,
after two or three conferences and after consultation among the
members of the House, passed the bill.

Mr. PARKER. My recollection was that the chairman of the
committee stated that there were no claims there that had not
been ratified by the committee.

Mr. MAHON. When?

Mr. PARKER. In the Fifty-fifth Congress, when some of these
Selfridge clgims went in.

Mr. MAHON. I donot know what wassaid. You can get the
RECORD and see. I stand by what I said at the time.

Mr. PARKER. My difficulty about the matter was that the
gentleman made the mistake of putting in one claim that I had
reported against, and a Selfridge claim at that.

SeMrt.eMAHON. I did not put it in. That was put in in the
nate.

Mr. PARKER. Iknow that.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. ManoON], chairman of the Committee on Claims,
says that he-thinks the House ought to allow the conference com-
mittee to return to the conference room with a free hand and un-
instructed. Now, I have no personal criticism to make of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania or his colleagues.

lg. B;I.AHON. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sug-
gestion?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly.

Mr. MAHON. Will you agree to instruct the conferces to cut
these claims 20 cent, as you did in the Fifty-sixth Congress?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainty not.

Mr. MAHON. Or to send them to the Court of Claims?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly not.
4Mr. MAHON. You want to defeat the bill?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I do not. I want to defeat these
claims, becanse I think these claims are wrong. If I thought
these claims were right I would be willing to pay them in full—
if they were just claims.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow a guestion?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Youarein favorof paying all these South-
ern war claims in this bill, involving rents and destruction of
schoolhouses and churches at Clarksville and other points, I sup-
pose—— |

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, I will say to the gentleman——

Mr. GROSVENOR. And do you suppose that this side of the
House will stand by and see you fight against everything to pay
Union claims, and then pay out of the Treasury your claims of
the character that I have described?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, now, I will say to the gentlemun
from Ohio—

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is this case.

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. UONDERWOOD. Not until I have answered the question
of the gentleman from Ohio. I can not answer two questions at
the same time. I want to say to the gentleman from Ohio that
as far as my record is concerned in voting for claims, there is no
blemish upon it. Since I have been a member of this House I
have only voted for claims that have been found just by the courts
to which this House has referred them. I have never gone out-
side, and if the gentleman can find a vote where I have favored
the payment of a claim from my district or from the South that
has not been held by the courts to be required to be paid by this.
Congress, I challenge him to find it in the RECORD.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will ask the gentleman—

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman allow me to answer
his question? I see noreason for him at this time to bring in this
question, when we are discussing outside claims. I will say that
I am perfectly willing to pay the Bowman Act claims in this bill,
because the House of Representatives of the United Stites re-
ferred them to the Court of Claims, a court organized by this
House—

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman please wait until I
finish my statement?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama declines to
yield. The gentleman from Indiana is out of order.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. A court organiz bg Congress for the
Furpose of determining these questions; and when they have

ound judgment in favor of the claimants, then I have always
voted for the bill. I have never secured the passage of a claims
bill in this House myself since I have been a member of Con-
gress, and these are the only bills that I have voted for. The rea-
son that I am willing to vote for these Bowman Act claims is be-
cause the court has rendered judgments in favor of them.

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has not answered my
question at all.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What is it?

Mr. GROSVENOR. In this bill stands quite a number of
strictly Southern war claims. One of them is a claim from
Clarksville, Tenn., for the use and occupation, and possibly the
destruction, of a church, and the members of that church, through
their leading officer, have been up here to see me within a few
days, and have begged me to stand by that claim. I have looked
into it. It is simply a war claim, on the same footing with any
war claim for the ravages of war, and has never been found by any
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court to be a valid claim. And what I put to the gentleman was
if that is not true, if you are supporting the bulk of this bill, in-
cluding these war claims, why, you are fighting claims that grew
out of the action of the Government in time of war, I want to
point to the gentleman the record, speaking about our attitude
upon this particular bill, and I want to g:mt out to you if youn
can defeat one side of the bill doubtless the other side can just as
easily be defeated.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have not advocated this bill since it
has been in the House so far as the war claims in here are con-
cerned. I think the proper course to be pursued, and I always
huve thought so, would be to send them to the Court of Claims,
aud let that court determine the facts, because I do not think
Cungress is competent to judge of these matters.

Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. DAVIS rose.

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Alabama

ield?

1;_1}111;. UNDERWOOD.
ork.

Mr, SHERMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama contend
under the Bowman Act reference provides for a judgment?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, some of them are under the Bow-
man Act and some under the Tucker Act., In the Bowman Act
cases it is the findings of the court.

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis a finding, but not a judgment.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Baut its findings are conclusions.

Mr. SHERMAN. Precisely, as the Selfridge board findings are
conclusions.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What finding? :

Mr. SHERMAN. The Selfridge board findings, and under the
Bowman Act findings of the Court of Claims, too.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Itwasreferred tothem tofind out whether
or not the building of these boats cost the contractors anythi
more than the contract price, and they reported that the boats
cost more than the contract price. Now, that is what that does;
but the Government—the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives—at that time were not satisfied. Why? Because the Sel-
fridge board did not take any evidence, did not consider any evi-
dence, in the matter but the contractors themselves. The only
evidence before the Selfridge board was from the contractors, and
the only question asked was whether it cost them more to build
the boats than the cantract price.

Mr. MAHON. Now, I know the gentleman wants to be fair.
The gentleman knows that the board was Admiral Selfridge and
a number of other officers, like all of those men, who make you

ive 86 inches to the . You know that for eighteen months

ey went to the shipyard offices of these men, examined the
books, examined the vouchers in detail, E:t these men on the
stand—the only men who could know what they were talking
about.. It wasnot UNDERWOOD, of Alabama, or MAHON, of Penn-
sylvania. They went to the men who had the books and docu-
ments, and after months the board detailed by the Secretary of
the Navy made this finding.

Now, without reference to the merits of these claims, I say that
these findings were made from a more careful examination than
they could make in the Court of Claims; and I am willing that

th%ahould glo?’there.
. UNDERWOOD. I want the House to understand it fully.
The gentleman concurs in what I said.

Mr. DAVISof Florida. Iwould like to ask the gentleman what
possible harm can there be in allowing these conferees to go back
to the conference room untrammel Suppose the committee
should make a report to this House which the House was unwill-
ing to adopt. Is it not within our power to refuse to adopt that
report? 'Why, then, trammel them in advance?

. UNDERWOOD. I will answer the gentleman’s question
in a few minutes, but I want to finish the answer to this other

question first.
dim]afgeement between the gentleman from
in

I yield to the gentleman from New

Now, there is no
Pennsylvania and myse reference to the Selfridge board; and
T assert, and he admits, that the only evidence ever brought before
the Selfridge board was of these contractors, and were the con-
tractors themselves and their books.

Mr, MAHON. Who else could give them evidence?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, there are other ways of finding
out whether the Government owes the claimant anything. The
question was not whether the Government owed them any more
but whether it cost them any more than the contract price of the
boats they had contracted for. There is no dispute about that.
That being the case, forty years ago the Congress of the United
States was unwi]]ingnto appropriate this money on that proposi-
tion and upon that finding of facts, and they appointed another
board, known as the Marchand Board, to investigate whether
these things ought to be paid for, as the Selfridge Board was ap-
pointed to find out from the contractor if said vessels had cost
them more than the contract price, and to determine whether the
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Government of the United States really owed these claimants or
not. And that board examined and reported that the Government
ought to pay $287,000 on some of claims, I believe, and
turned down the balance of the claims.

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman answer another question?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. IfIcan.

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman is correct so far. They exam-
ined four or five claims and allowed $200,000. Now, that board
made that allowance after sitting less than four months, while
the other board took seventeen months. On that examination of
three or four months they allowed $200,000 on three, four, or five
of the boats; and the gentleman is very familiar with the fact
that after they had done that they closed the gates on the other
people and turned them out of court, If they had investigated
them they would have had to it over a year to have doneso. I
want to be fair, and I want to say nothing z;l%inst the Marchand
Board, butit was not composed of experts. e gentleman knows
who they were?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They were naval officers?

Mr, MAHON. They were not standing as naval officers.
thMr' UNPERWOOD. ‘Was not Admiral Marchand added to

e board

Mr. MAHON. He had arrived at the period of old age and was
utterly unfit for many reasons to go into an examination of that

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I know nothing of the personnel of the
men that were appointed on the Marchand board. I know the
Marchand board was appointed under an act of Congress and ap-
Eoint-ed by the President of the United States, and I assume that

e appointed naval officers that were competent.

Mr. MAHON. Not by the President of the United States, but
by the Secretary of the Navy.

Mr. ONDERWOOD. It amounts to the same thing, by the-
executive officer of the United States. Now, their contention as
to why these claims should be paid now before this House and
some years after Congress passed upon it was that the Govern-
ment changed the contracts, but as I did the other day, I
called the attention of the House, and I call it again, to the fact
that when Senator Grimes, of Iowa, chairman of the Committee
on Claims in the Senate before whom this Marchand report was
made, reported to the House and stated to the House that no change
whatever had been made in the contract, Senator Sherman, of
Ohio, made the same statement, and the Secretary of the Navy at
that time reported to the House and the Senate that there had been
no change made in the confract whatever. Now, that was forty
years ago. They were repudiated by that Congress. ey were
reported by boards appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, and
that board investigated them. There is no reason in the world
why they should be paid.

Since that time it is true that above the contract price Congress
has anthorized the payment of $5,000,000 to these contractors, 40
per cent more than the contract price that they agreed to receive.

Mtlib I%AVIS of Florida. Will the gentleman allow me an inter-
ruption?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly.

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. The Senate seems to have differed
with the House on that ition. They have amended the
House bill by adding the ridge board claims to it. A confer-
ence has been arranged between the two Houses. So far these
conferees have not been able to agree. Our conferees return and
say they are unable to agree with the Senate conferees on this one
item, and they say they desire to go back into conference upon it.

Now, without undertaking to discnss the Selfridge boardeﬂims,
what I wish to ask the gentleman from Alabama is this: Where
the Senate has differed from us, where they have sent conferees
to meet our conferees, our conferees knowing the sense of this
House, why need we trammel them further with instructions,
why not let them go into conference untrammeled, that they may
be at'liberty to undertake to adjust these matters?

Mr. WANGER. Would.not that be a clear backdown from the
position that the House has taken?

Mr. SIMS. That is what it means exactly. !

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think that is the material question now
before the House, as to whether we should yield. I do not want
to do the gentleman from Pennsylvania angni]njuatioe. He asks
to go back nninstructed, and withont intending any personal re-
flection on the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I want to state to
the House wh{'mI believe this conference committee should not ba
allowed to go back to conference uninstructed.

‘What is the history of the matter? My friend from Florida
says this is the way to reach this question. When the Senate puts
these claims on this bill, and it came to the House, it was taken
up in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union
and considered. The House acted on the matter, they struck out
the Selfridge board claims by a vote of the Committee of the
‘Whole, and sent it to conference with these claims stricken out.
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Now, every man upon this floor knows that when the House has
acted by vote on a particular question, it has always, both in the
House and the Senate, been considered an instruction to the con-
ferees on that particular question. So that the House conferees
went into the conference practically instructed by the House
not to agree to the Selfridge board claims.

What was the result? They went into conference—two of
them—Mr. Smus did not sign the report, but two of the House
conferees immediately agreed with the Senate that these claims
should be Eid. They reported to the House. How? Not so
that we could have a separate vote on the question; not so the
House could ﬂfa'm determine whether it wanted to pay the Sel-
fridge board claims or not, but they came in here by unanimous
agreement, and if it had not been for a point of order made so
that the conference report was rejected on the point of order,
this House wounld have been compelled to vote for the whole bill,
and could not have singled out these separate items, but would
have been compelled to vote for the bill in toto without oppor-
tunity to exercise its judgment.

Mr. MAHON. Does notfthe gentleman know that that was one
amendment, and that the regm-t was made strictly in accordance
with parliamentary law, and it could not be made in any other

way?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. If the
conferees wanted to, they conld have come back here and re-
ported agreement on all the other items to the Senate amendment
except the Selfridge board claim, and then said to the House,
**We ask for further instructions in reference to the Selfridge
board claim,’” and give the House an opportunity to have voted
on that proposition. The gentleman knows that.

‘Well, now, what is the resnlt? Several days ago this bill was
again sent to conference. The conferees were instructed. And
what do we find was the result in the other Chamber? We find
that the chairman of the committee there reports the bill back,
asking for a disagreement; and I do not think I am exceeding
garﬁmentary law when I state that when it was asked on the

oor of the Senate why he did not make a motion to recede. he
stated—it is in this morning’s REcorD—that the gentleman from
%ennsylvania desired to put this question to another vote in this
ouse.

Mr. MAHON. I did notlook at the RECORD——

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If you will look at Senator WARREN'S
remarks, you will find I am correct.

Mr. MAHON. Let the gentleman be fair. There was no con-
ference on these Selfridge board claims; there conld be none, and
the gentleman knows it. Absolutely the only thing that conld be
done by the House conferees was to come back to the House and
report a disa ment. Why should I ask what the gentleman
thinks I should have asked? I was under the instructions of the
House.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentlemen what I be-
lieve his duty to be—

Mr. MAHON. I do not propose to take orders from the gen-
tleman from Alabama. I am willing to listen to his speech and
to his advice, but not when put in that way.

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Alabama ought to
be willing to trust a committee of this House without issuing
verbal orders to them in advance. The gentleman has been un-
dertaking to run the business of the House for the last two or
three weeks, Hehassucceeded tolerably well—very well, indeed—
but it seems to me that if he would not issue his orders quite so
peremptoerily the committees of the House might be freer to do
their business.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVE-
NOR] can, of course, criticise me personally; I have no objection
to his eriticisms; but what I say to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania is this: I am criticising the gentleman in all good feeling
and without intending anything personal to him, but I think he
has not treated the House in this matter as it should have been
treated. AsIsaid, he received instrictions in the beginning from
the House. - .

Mr. MAHON. Where from?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Committee of the Whole.

Mr. MAHON. The Committee of the Whole can not instruet,
and the gentleman knows it.

Mr. U%?DERWOOD. Oh, well, such action has always been
recognized, as I said a while ago.

Mr. MAHON. I do not recognize the instruction of less than
100 members of the House.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, we are a, on that.

Now, the other day the gentleman had the direct instructions
of this House. Now, I say hehas not dealt fairly with the House.
‘When he went into conference this amendment had been put on
the bill by the Senate. I know the gentleman is in favor of these
Selfridge board claims. I donot criticise him for that. He is
entitled to believe that they are right just as much as I am enti-

tled to believe that they are wrong; but when he sits on a confer-
ence committee he is not acting in his individual cagacity: he is
acting for the Honse, and he must express the will of the House.
Now, the will of the House has been declared. I say it was the
duty of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to say to the Senate con-
ferees, ** We will not report this question back to the House until
you report the bill to the Senate and ask them to vote whether or
not they will recede from their amendment.”” The gentleman
knows that that is the way in which an agreement should have
been reached, as the Senate had put on the amendment.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman from Alabama
will allow me to ask whether he would be willing that these Sel-
fridge board claims should go to the Court of Claims?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I am not. I will say candidly that
I think these men have received 40 per cent more than the con-
tract price. I may be wrong, but in my judgment the claimsare
unjust and ought not to be paid. I donot think the House ought
to trifle with them.

Mr. CANNON. Now, let me say, and incidentally I will an-
swer the guestion of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. W
ALDEN SMiTH], that these parties have no desire to go to the
Court of Claims——

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Whom does the gentleman mean?

Mr. CAWNON. These Selfridge board claimants. I say they
have no desire to go to the Court of Claims unless they can go
there with legislation which would practically direct the Court of
Clzims to find judgment for them.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is it a fact that some of these
claims—not the present claims, but claims growing out of the
%e s;:lbject-matter—have been passed upon by the Court of

ims -

Mr. CANNON. Not at all, unless by direction of Congress.
If wewonld send these claims or any other claims to the Court of
Claims with instructions to enter judgment, the claimants wounld,
of course, welcome such action.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That, of conse, would not be such
a hearing as we would expect or helpful to claimants; at least it
would not satisfy me.

Mr. CANNON. Now, I saythey have no desire to go to the
Court of Claims unless they go there with legislation that prac-
tically tells the Court of Claims to find judgment for them.

Ir. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Would the gentleman be opposed
to allowing these claims to go to the Court of Claims in the usual
way—under an enabling act.

IMr. CANNON. They do not ask to have that done.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I thought I understood the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania to suggest such action.

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania either did
not realize the full scope of his statement, or was not as candid
as he usually is to the House.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I want
to say this: That if you let this matter go back to conference
withont instructions and the conferees pursue the same course
that they pursued before in this matter, this question will come
back in such shape that we can not separate these votes, where
we have to vote for the whole conference report to reject it or
not reject it at all. It was presented here in such shape that men
who have claims in this bill which they believe to be legitimate
will find themselves not left free and independent to vote on
those claims. More than that, it was the duty of the House con-
ferees to send this to the Senate and force a vote in the Senate as
to whether they would recede or not before it was brought back
to the Hounse. More than that, after these instructions are asked,
if the House does not insist on its instructions. the Senate will
believe that we are ready to back down and will delay the pas-
sage of this bill rather than expedite it.

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, the House, I presume, desires all the
light on this question that they can get, as well on the action of
the conferees as on the merits of the claims. The gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. ManoN] has thrown out some intimations
here about cutting down 20 per cent and sending to the Court of
Claims, Therefore, I suppose I will not be violating confidence
to state with what reception those propositions were met by the
conferees except myself. It is well known that I am the only
member of that committee of conference who is o to these
claims. I fought them in this House from the time they came
up. I fought them before the Committee on War Claims, and
for no other reason under heaven than that I thought they were
unjust and ought not to be paid.

In that first conference I asked them if they would not accept
them with a redunction of 20 per cent. No. I then suggested,
‘Why not let them go to the Court of Claims, as you do those
monifor claims in the latter part of the bill? Why, the other con-
ferees claimed that they believed that the Court of Claims weuld
give more than the Selfridge board had. Now, they come up
here and talk about going to the Court of Claims as a last resort.
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I say I would have no objection to going to the Court of Claims
under a proper bill, but I do not want a bill drawn for this or any
other matter that manacles the court and leaves it nothing to
perform but a clerical act. I believe the Senate will recede on
this amendment, although the Senate conferees have not inti-
mated such a thing. It is their fmposit.ion, and I do not believe
they will see the bill fail. But I want to say this in response to
some inquiries by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]
made of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, UNpDERWOOD] about
Southern claims. From my own district there are several claims.
From the State of Tennessee there are ;ﬁreat many more.

One claim referred to is the Clarksville claim, and I want to
say here to the gentleman from Ohio and to this House that, as
long as I am a member of that committee, if I have got to vote
for a claim that I conscientiously do not believe we owe in order
to get this House to pay one that I do believe we owe, I will never
do it, whether they come from my district, the South, or any-
where else. [Af lause.] Ido not know who owns the Selfridge
board claims. ve heard rumors, which I will not refer to on
the floor of the House. I do not know whether they are Repub-
licans or Democtats, from the North or the South, and I do not
care. Where are the French spoliation claims owned, amount-
ing to §750,000, in this bill? Where are the State claims from?
There is no politics in this, as far as I am concerned.

The gentleman knows that in committee I stand and fight
Southern claims when I think they ought not to be paid. I doit
continually, all the time, and expect to do it in every instance
where I believe they are unjust and unreasonable, Mr. Speaker,
if there is anything worse than a general omnibus bill, in which

ou can dump anything and then force a member to vote for it
in order to get his own little claim, I do not know what it is.
Here is a bill passed by the House, carrying $198,000 of claims,
npon which the Court of Claims makes favorable findings. 1
could not put a church bill on, nor you nor anybody else in the
House. 03 all this thing must be done in the Senate. So that
you may come into this House with some nice littls bill which
the House would accept and send it over to the Senate, and then
let it be loaded down with everything that has beenaccumulating
there for twenty years, and when you ask me to votz for it in
order to get the other through, I want to say that I am not built
that way.

If this Congress sees fit to deny the payment of Tennessee
claims, when it does not question their justice, in order that it
may force a Tennessee member to vote for an unjust claim wkich
he investigated and thinks he understands and knows all
about, youn have struck the wrong man, as far as I am concerned,
and I will take all the results that may follow. If these claims
from the South are never paid until they are paid by compro-
mises, until the House accepts anything and everything in crder
to get them paid, I say let them go. Tennessee can do without
them. I want to say that I think the chairman and the Repub-
lican membership of this Committee on War Claims have been as
liberal on Southern claims as they could bs. They have often
been more liberal than myself. They have not drawn party lincs
nor sectional lines. My objection to them is that they do not
draw the line against all claims as tightly as I think they ought
to; but that is a matter merely of judgment and judgment only.

I say I want the instructions of this House on those claims, I
have very little company on the other side in opposing them.
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr: MasoN] has just adinit-
ted that he is heartily in favor of them, and if he wants a witness
to prove it I will prove it for him. If you do not vote for these
instructions it virtually amounts to an instruction to go back and
agree to these claims. That is what it will amount to. Iappeal to
my friends on this side and on that side, everywhere in this House,
if you have a small just claim in this bill or a big just claim in
this bill, vote for these instructions and let us fry it again. Do
like me, and let your claim go down in good company rather than
go through in bad company. If it can not get justice here in the
American Congress twithout voting for something that no man on
the floor of this House, according to my judgment, can justify,
then let the bill fail.

These contracts for this steam machinery were entered into in
1862 and 1863, amounting in round numbers to $14,000,000. As
far as I can find, the specifications were not changed. Delays
were caused. The claim is made that labor and material went
up in price, and no doubt they did. The Government settled this
matter, and upon the §14,000,000 they paid $5,000,000 in addition,
and now, forty years afterwards, they come in here and ask yon
to pay what the Selfridge board found it cost them more than the
contract. This is not an ordinary private claim. There is a
guest‘ion of policy involved here. Yom are laying down a prece-

ent for this Congress and others in the future to act upon. We
are letting large contracts every day for ships and for naval sup-
plies. If a man takes a contract, and afterwards comes to Con-
gress or to the Navy Department and says, ** I lost money on my

contract,’’ then, according to this precedent, you will have to pay
him what he claims he lost.

Mr. BOWIE. Forty years afterwards.

Mr. SIMS. Forty years afterwards pay him whathe claims upon
his own ex parte statement that he lost. Naval contractors and
Government contractors can be as careless as they please in bid-
ding. All they have got to do afterwards is to show that they did
not make money out of their contracts. But where is the con-
tractor who ever did any work for the Government, who made
more money out of his contract than he thought he would on ac-
count of declining prices in labor and material, who ever came
up and dumped back his profits into the Treasury of the United
States? If gentlemen have items in this bill that they believe are
just, they have just as much ri%ht to believe it as I have; but just
simply because they may be afraid that somebody has influence
enough to defeat this bill unless unjust claims are allowed to
remm? in it, they ought not to vote for what they believe to be
unjust.

Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted, I want to yield to the gen-
tleman from Illinois [l{[r. CannoN] such time as he may desire,

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from
Ilinois in his own right.

Mr. CANNON. I cnly want a very few minutes, if I can have
the attention of the House. I donot propose at this time, becanse
I do not think it is necessary, to argue the merits of these claims.
I will simply crave the attention of the House while I give what I
understand to be the parliamentary history of this bill.

The Honse passed an omnibus claims bill for less than $200,000,
based exclusively on findings of the Court of Claims, with favor-
able recommendations. That bill went to the Senate. The Senate
assented to everything in the Honse bill, saying. ** Yes, that is
right; "’ and then added between two and three million dollars—I
may not be exactly accurate as to the figures—of claims of other
kinds, many of them dating back almost a century. It may be
that some of them are good. I have no dounbt that many of tiem
are bad. They sent these claims back in one amendment to the
House with their comrliments. Now, this is a bad way to legis-
late to begin with, because a good claim for a hundred dollars or
five hundred dollars, with your constifuent or mine back of it,
frequent’y will drag throngh a bad claim. I hope while I serve
in the House that never again will there be an omnibus claims
bill of any kind pass this House or pass the Senate. [Applause.]

Mr. MAHON. I wonld like to ask the gentleman l]ius ques-
tion: What is the difference; why should we pass an ‘cmnibus
public buildings bill ca.rri‘ing $18,000,000? And Iam frank tosay
that the Government will be better off if many of them were not
built; they will be a white elephant on the hands of the Govern-
ment.

Mr. CANNON. Supposing that tobe true. Do two legislative
ounirages sanctify one? [Laughter and applause.]

Iir. MAHON. We are legislating that way.

Mr. CANNON. I will not be switched off by that suggestion.
This bill came back from the Senate and was considered in Com-
mittee of the Whole under the five-minute rule. It was discussed
back and forth, and the House recommended disagreement—the
committee first, and the House confirmed the action of the com-
mittee. It went back to the Senate, a conference was had, and
on the first conference the House conferees—and I am not eriti-
cising them; they had the right, the parliamentary right—re-
Egrted back an agreement, That agreement was rejected by the

ouse, without reference to these claims, as the gentleman
recollects. ;

Then, as was his parliamentary right. a member of this House
moved an instruction to the conferees not to assent to the Self-
ridge board claims. 1 have seen it done fifty times; I have been
on a conference myself, and other gentlemen have been on con-
ferences. That registered the will of this legislative body; and
on a yea-and-nay vote there was an overwhelming majority in
favor of that instruction. They went back to conference, and
come back here and report another agreement; and the confer-
ees, or a majority of them, ask to be relieved of that instruction.
Now, sappose you relieve them of that instruction. That is mor-
ally equivalent to instructing them to go back and write the Self-
ridge board claims in. That is all there is of it. Now then, in
my judgment, the Selfridge board claims ought not to be paid.
I will not go into the argnment. I have been familiar with them
for a guarter of a century, and it is perfectly clear to my mind.

Some gentlemen think they ought to be paid; but, if paid—
forty years old, no legal judgment, never went to the Court of
Claims, becaunse they had nothing to go on, and will not go now
unless you legislate so as to direct the Court of Claims to enter
a judgment—if ever paid, they ought to be paid standing alone,
where the House and the Senate can treat them as a single propo-
sition. They ought not to be brounght in here with a lot o? good
claims, and "perhaps some bad ones, and pulled through under
stress. Now, then, Ishall vote for one for the proposed instruction,
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similar to the instruction that on the yea-and-nay vote was
given the other day; and I have no doubt myself that when they
go back with that instruction that the coordinate bod&:f Con-
gress will ascertain that this body is in earnest, and as that body
proposed this legislation—and it is legislation, under the ordinary
rule—they will recede.
Ah, but says somebody, maybe the bill will fail. No, no!
‘Ell;a.n hter.] Do not fear that. The House bill carried $175,000.
e bill still carries, after these claims are stricken out, over
$2,000,000 that the Senateputin. Now there are enough Senators
representing their constituents not to let the bill fail. [Laughter
and applause.] Do not be afraid. I will write a policy for the
thousandth ];:u't of a mill on a thousand dollars that it will not
fail. [Laughter.] I think it is proper to assert the will of this
body in a parliamentary, decent, usual way. Therefore, without
delaying the House further, for one, when the vote is taken I shall
vote again, the second time, for theinstruction. [Loudapplause.]
Mr. HOLLIDAY. Mr. Speaker, asa member of the Committee
on War Claims, I am constrained to disagree with the distin-
guished gentleman from Pennsylvania, the chairman, and I pro-
pose very briefly to give to the House some of the reasons for
declining to follow the leadership of the chairman, in whom I
repose very great confidence and for whom I have a very high

regard.

These bills properly belong to the War Claims Committee, as
much as the Claims Committee of the Senate. They are war
claims, if anything, and there is no more reason for their being
attached by the Claims Committee of the Senate than attached to
any war claim to be congidered. They were before the Commit-
tee on War Claims, but received no consideration at the hands of
that committee whatever before the bill went to the Senate.
After this bill came back from the Senate, by an order of this
House it was again referred to the Committee on War Claims, and
then it received no consideration whatever. A motion wasmade to
nonconcur, and that was carried. But, Mr. Speaker, I have taken
some pains to investigate these claims, because I think that I sat
in a judicial capacity and as a sworn duty to decide these matters
according to the law and evidence, just asa judge upon the bench,
and in that spirit I have examined this question.

What is the history of these cases? It is asserted that when
these parties built ships for the Government, owinq to certain
changes and the increase in labor and material, they lost money,
and for that reason the United States ought to reimburse themnow.,
In the first place, there is no evidence that they lost a.n{amoney
except the report of the Selfridge board, which said that they
did, and they heard that side of the case alone. In the second
place, every man in the House knows that the rise in labor and
material had occurred in large part before these men built the
ships. They did not build them at the beginning of the war,
they built them while material and labor was advancing in price.
These men, if they were business men, must have carefully taken
into consideration the advance in labor and material when they
made the contract.

After the war was over the Senate authorized the appointment
of the Selfridge board. The concurrence of the House was never
asked., So far as we know, the concurrence of the House was
never wanted. That board heard only one side of the case and
reported that there were large amounts of money due to the con-
tractors by reason of their having lost money by the increased
price of wages and material. The House at that time, while it
was fresh in the minds of the people, while they were much more
familiar with the facts than ag can be now, decided that they
could not allow these claims, and they appointed another board.
By the joint action of both Houses of Congress, under a law regu-
larly enacted in legal form, a legal and competent board was ap-
pointed to go over these cases, and that was known as the Mar-
chand board. I find some of their findings reported in the Senate
Document No. 1821 of the Fifty-third Congress.

That board reported November 26, 1867, when the matter was
all fresh, when they had the cases before them and all the infor-
mation that was obtainable on the subject. They made a report,
and I will give some items from that report. It might be profit-
able to put the whole of it in the REcorp. They are arranged in
regular form, Some of these items are contained in this bill, and
some of them are not. I want to say it is a curious circumstance,
but I wanted to get hold of the bill and the Senate report in order
to compare it with the Marchand report, and I could not find a
copy OF it in the document room.

ow I read from the report:

Secor & Co. and Perrine, Secor & Co., river and harbor monitors Manhat-
tan, Tecumseh, and Mahopae, contract price, gg.aa}.cm: whole increased cost
of the workover the contract price, as claimed by the contractors, $1,236,101.22;
amount of such increased cost caused by the delay and action of the Govern-
ment as determined by the board to be due, §115,539.01; amount slm(tlgemid

the contractors over and above the contract price (obtained from bu-
reaus), $521,106.58. :

Wow, this shows that they have received some $400,000 more

than the Marchand board found was due them. Inevery item the
Marchand board found that the contractor who claimed to have
lost money had already been paid more than the amount which
was due him.

Mr. ROBERTS. Do I understand the gentleman to say that
the Marchand board found there was due Secor & Co. and Perine
Secor & Co. for the three monitors built by them, due to increased
cost over the contract price, one million two hundred and thirty-
six odd thousand dollars, and that the Selfridge board made a

finding in behalf of Secor & Co. of that amount?
Mr. HOLLIDAY. No; I did not say anything of the kind. I

said the Marchand board said that is the amount they claimed
was due them.

Mr. ROBERTS. Did not the gentleman say that the Selfridge
board found that amount due them?

Mr. HOLLIDAY. No; Idonotknow what the Selfridge board
foﬁld'Rélg.ﬁ‘E ’l?gt glot their findings.

2 i understood the gentleman to say that the
Selfridge board found so much extra due them. 4

Mr. HOLLIDAY. No; I am reading from a Senate document,
and the report says that the whole increased cost of work over
the contract price as claimed by the contractor was $1,236,191.22.

Mr. ROBERTS. What does the gentleman say about the ac-
tion of the Selfridge board in regard to this?

Mr. HOLLIDAY. I have not those figures before me. I do
not know how much they found. I do know that the Marchand
board was a creature of the law and the Selfridge board was not.
The Marchand board was a board regularly organized by acts

by both Houses of Congress, and I would rather take their
judgment than to take a board that was simply appointed by res-
olution. I know nothing about the personnel of this Selfridge
board. I do not know which board was best calculated to decide
them. I do know that one board was constituted by law. It
umivl' be true that there are lawyers in this city who are just as
well qualified to give a judgment as any judge upon the Court of
Claims; but I would not take an opinion given by those lawyers
asaluick as I would one by the Conrbofcﬂxm' 8. Here is a court
authorized by law, and they find in every single instance—I want
to call the attention of the House to this fact—they find in eve
single instance that the men who built these ships have been al-
ready paid more than this board found that they ounght to have,

Mr. ROBERTS. 1 want to ask the gentleman a question before
he gets away from this matter of the findings of the Marchand
board. Does not the gentleman understand that that board was
instructed to find the whole increased cost of the work over the
contract price?

Mr. HOLLIDAY, Yes.

Mr. ROBERTS. They were instructed to find that as a fact?

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Yes.

Mr. ROBERTS. Now, what did they find?

Mr. HOLLIDAY. They found, of course, the amount of the
increased work and found that the parties had already been paid
more than was lproperly due them.

Mr. ROBERTS. Now, then, do they not in their table say that
the increased cost of the work over the contract price as claimed
by the contractor is so much——

Mr. HOLLIDAY. ¥Yes, sir.

Mr. ROBERTS. And then they do not find as the result of
their work that that was a fact; they simply take the word of the
contractor and assume that that was the case.

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Oh, no; they do not do anything of the
kind. I beg the gentleman’s pardon.

Mr. ROBERTS. Then, will the gentleman take the position
that in the first item of increase, the sum of $1,226,000 was the
actual increased cost over the contract price?

Mr. HOLLIDAY. No; I take it it was not.

Mr, ROBERTS. Then,if you do not take that 1{ncnaax‘i;ic)n, you
have got to say that the Marchand board did not follow their in-
structions, because they were instrueted to find that fact.

Mr. HOLLIDAY. The gentleman certainly misunderstood me.
They give the amount of such increase caused by the delay of the
action of the Government, as determined by the board of review.

Mr., ROBERTS. Ah, but the gentleman is dodging again.
That was still another point that they were to find, in addition to
the findings of the cost over and above the contract price. They
were to go beyond that. That was one fact which they were to
find; and the next was how much of that increased cost was
brought about through the fault or negligence of the Govern-
ment. There were two distinct lﬁ;ﬂpﬂﬁitﬂons.

Mr. HOLLIDAY. If the finding was not as I have stated, I
am unable to understand the plain English of it. .

Mr. ROBERTS. That is what I }rimk —that the gentleman
does not understand the plain English of this report of the Mar-
chand board. If he will study it a little more, if he will read
what the instructions to the board were, and wiza.t they did, he
will understand the matter better.




1902.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2513

Mr. HOLLIDAY. I have read exactly from the report.

Mr. RAY of New York. I want toknow whether I understand
this matter, and wounld like to ask the gentleman from Indiana
[Mr. HoLLIDAY] a question or two.

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Certainly.

Mr. RAY of New York., Theseclaimants made a claim against
the Government——

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Yes.

Mr. RAY of New York. And the Senate and the House passed
a bill which was approved and became a law, anthorizing the
Marchand board?

Mr. HOLLIDAY. ¥Yes; that is the way I understand it.

Mr. RAY of New York. And that board was to determine the
amount that ought to be paid these claimants?

Mr. HOLLIDAY. That is my understanding.

Mr. RAY of New York. .Angr the Marchand board made the
examination and made their report?

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Yes, sir.

Mr, RAY of New York., And it was assumed that whatever
t]l:l:_ Mq;rchand board reported would be fair compensation for all
claims?

Mr. HOLLIDAY. The Marchand board found that in every
instance where they made report the parties had already been
paid more than was their due.
thMr. ROBERTS., More than the contract price—nothing fur-

er.
Mr. HOLLIDAY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon.

Mr. RAY of New York. Then these claimants, not satisfied
with the findings of that board, and after having accepted the
judgment of the Marchand board and the money that had been
found due them, come forward and, on the same grounds, make

a still further claim?
Yes; there is nothing small about them;

Mr. HOLLIDAY.
they keep on coming. p

Mr. RAY of New York. They had a judgment in their favor;
they accepted it and took the money; and now they want another
judgment for the same thinﬁ?

Mr. HOLLIDAY. They keep coming right on.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will not read all these items. I simply
call the attention of the House to the fact that the Marchand
board finds that in every single instance the parties have been
already %ﬂid more than was dug them. That ought to be conclu-
sive of the subject.

Something has been said here about sending these cases to the
Court of Claims. Iviolate no confidence when I say that in a
brief filed by one of the attorneys for a part of these claims he
stated that these claims would have no standing at all in the
Court of Claims, because they are not founded upon any legal
claim, but are simple claims in equity; that there was no use in
taking them to the Court of Claims, and that the parties did not
want any bill authorizing them to take them there. These parties
do not want a bill anthorizing them to go to the Courtof Claims;
they want a direct a%ropﬁnﬁon.

Mr. ROBERTS. ill the gentleman please inform the House
in how many cases the Marchand board made an award?

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Oh, well, that is a matter of computation.
I could count them if necessary.

Mr. ROBERTS. Is it not a fact that an award was made in
only 7 cases out of 50 or 60 before the board?

Mr. HOLLIDAY. No; there are 50 or 60 reported here——

Mr. ROBERTS. Butthereareonly7whereanaward wasmade.

Mr. HOLLIDAY. As I understand, they make a finding in
every one of these cases. Let me read at random:

Alexander Bwift & Co., river and harbor monitors Oneofa and Catawba.
Contract ;])rice, L000. Whole increased cost of the work over the contract
price, as claimed by the contractors, §665,757.22.

Mr. ROBERTS. Will the gentleman go a little further and
state to the House if the Marchand board made any finding in
favor of Swift & Co.?

Mr. HOLLIDAY. They made a finding in every instance, but
in some instances they found nothing at all was due them.

Mr. ROBERTS. In all these 50 or 60 cases the Marchand
board, while they found that the contract price was so much, and
while they found that the cost over and above the contract price
was so much, and while they found that the contractor had re-
ceived so much for extra work over and above the contract price,
vet in only 7 cases did they find the Government was at fault,
:}\;ui 1;131:9 an allowance in those 7 cases. That is what I wanted

get at. ¢

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Ihavealwaysunderstoodthatwhen a plain-
tiff comes info court and the judgment of the court is that he
take nothing that he lost the case. The Marchand board simply
found these men did not lose anything, as they claimed they did,
and rendered their finding to that effect.

Mr. ROBERTS. Does the gentleman mean when they found
the excess of cost is merely the amount of the contract price—

Mr. HOLLIDAY. I decline to yield further. Now, I have no
prejudice against these men. I do not know who they are.

Mr. MAHON. They are all dead.

Mr. HOLLIDAY. I do not know who holds these claims; I do
not care. I am considering it-from a purelly legal point of view.
I think they have not made out a case, and I think the Committee
on War Claims of this House take the same view, or a majority
of them do. I think this House can be engaged in no better
servioethani:ninarding the T against raids of this char-
acter. They will keep on coming up. Gentlemen may talk abouf
precedent, that we have paid some claims like these, and that,
therefore, we ought to pay these. Precedent will continue to
return and plague us, and if we pay these claims the action of
the House to-day will be stated as a precedent for paying other
claims a hun years from now. e only safety is in refusing

to Igay them.

ow, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, it does not appear from any
report, but I think every man in this House who is old enough
to remember the dark days in the war knows that the men who
were engaged in building Government vessels and the men who
were engaged in furnishing the Government supplies were not
in business for their health. They made their contracts and made
them high enough to cover all contingencies liable to arise. These
men have been paid in full. In all conscience they ought to stop,
and I hope the verdict of this House will be so conclusive to-day that
at leastwe will hear no more of these claims during this session.

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I am not going to weary the
House. Ihave hadthese claims under consideration for ten years.
You could not put the papers in respect to them in a cart, and
after all it is a simple question. No oneasserts that these people
have not been paid their contract price and extras put on g‘]arotha
Government. They are all settled. There should be no confu-
sion of ideas about that. They come here because of the delay of
the Government, whose naval officers in the early days of the
war did not understand the construction of vease{s. t has
been admitted by the Department and there has been an official
record made of if, that Steimer and other men did not understand
their business and these boats had to be rebuilt. Some of them
put under contract at the beginning of the war were not finished
in 1864. Now, what did the Selfridge board find? Whatdid the
Marchand board find? That on account of the delay of the Gov-
ernment, and through no fault of these men, the rapid rise in
wages and in material at the time these boats were constructed
had bankrupted these men.

Mr. HEPBURN. DMr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle-
man a question.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield
to the gentleman from Iowa?

Mr. MAHON. Certainly.

Mr. HEPBURN. Is not this the question, as to whether or not
the Government is prepared to make good to contractors the de-
preciation in the currency, in the greenbacks, that occurred be-
tween the date of the contract and the date of its completion? Is
it not true that there was no appreciation in wages or in mate-
rials, measured by gold, but that the seeming rise was the resunlt
of a depreciation from 100 cents to 40 cents on the dollar? Is not
that the question?

Mr. MAHON. Yes; I will be frank in answeri on, startin,
with the original proposition, that if these boats geen finish.
at the time that the contract called for their completion, this loss
would never have occurred. Every gentleman in the House who
is familiar with these matters knows that. Now, I do not care
from what cause, whether from the rise in the price of gold, which
forced up the price of labor and materials, or from what other
cause, the whole fault absolutely was npon the shoulders of this
Government. Now, what was the result?
mﬁ;.?GIBSON. And the Government paid these men in green-

)
baM]:s' MAHON. Yes; the Government paid these men in green-
cks,

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him an-
other guestion? When the soldiers went into the Army, they ex-

ted a short war. The war of the rebellion was protracted for
our years. Now, is not every soldier who was paid his $13 a
month in gold in the early days of the war, and later paid in
greenbacks worth 40 cents, in precisely the same position; and has
he not precisely the same claim to rexmbursement that these men
have because of the prolonged period of their contract?

Mr. MAHON. No;itisnotan analogouscase. The gentleman
from Towa and myself enlisted for a certain term. hen that
term was up we were paid in carrency. I think we all came out
bankrupt at that time. At least, I did. We had not anything
when we went in, and we had not anything more when we came
out. Now, I enlisted again for three years. I knew exactly what
I was doing, and the Government kept good faith withme. When
my time was up it gave me my discharge and gave me my pay.
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Mr. RAY of New York. Will the gentleman permit me?

Mr. MAHON. Yes.

Mr. RAY of New York. While we are talking about that, why
do not you bring in a bill that gives to the old soldiers the differ-
ence between gold and greenbacky?

Mr. MAHON,. The gentleman can bring it in if he wants to.

Mr. RAY of New York. I want you todoit. You are chair-
man of the Committee on War Claims.

Mr. MAHON. I want tosay, with all kindness to the gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLLipAY], he admits that he has only
read one report. And I want to say to the gentleman from Ala-
bama and others who oppose these claims that the simple issue is
whether the Government shall repay these men their loss on their
contracts through the fault of the Government. That is the
whole issue. Now, what has become of them? It is well known
that the Government said to these men, *Build these ships or we
will take your yards.” That is the record of your Navy Depart-
ment. Nytv)w, why do I advocate these claims? The gentleman
from Tennessee [ Mr. Smis] has paid me the compliment, as chair-
man of the committee, to say that I have always been fair to the
people. I am one of the men who believe—and I am sorry this
Congress, as a rule, does not—that when this great Government
of ounrs inflicts an injury upon one of its citizens, it is great and
rich enough to make that injury whole; and I would not give a
continental for a government that wonld refuse to do it.

I do not know one of these claimants except an old lady in her
eighty-ninth year, with her daughter alongside of her, 70 years
old, who appealed to me. But it is a fact that through the fault
of this Government nearly seven-eighths of these contractors went
into bankruptcy. Who were they? When this war was thrown
upon this Government, preparation was made like a flash of light-
ning. We had no Navy, and these men who took these contracts
were among our best citizens, loyal to the core, patriotic, doing
their best to put the machinery of war on the waters in order that
the rebellion might be conquered. We did conquer; and when
the war was over these men were all bankrupt. I have studied
this question long enough to assert here without fear of success-
ful contradiction that through the fault of this Navy Depart-
ment—not the willful fault, but through its want of experience
in constructing vessels—these men were made bankrupt. It was
the fault of the Department that this happened. Now, that in-
jury has been perpetrated. The ‘genﬂeman from Illinois says
these claims are forty years old. hy, Mr. Speaker, there is not
a claim in this bill that is not gray-headed. They are war claims.
All of them originated during the civil war.

Now, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims] has spoken
about these claims. I have helped to pay his claims and voted
for them in committee and on the floor of this House when I
thought they were right. I want to say to him that 52 per cent
of all the money paid by the Government in the way of war
claims has been paid, and properly paid, to the storm-swept State
of Tennessee, (gentlemen. Ilived in a war territory. You may
talk about the Filipino war, you may talk about other wars, but
when that war closed in 1865 my people had been almost swept
from the face of the earth. I know something about it. Some
of these gentlemen who op?ose these claims lived thousands of
miles away from the seat of war.

Now, who are the opponents of these claims? I just want to
refer to one matter. I make no reflection upon any gentleman in
this House. Ican honestly say that so far as I am concerned no
lobbyist has ever approached me upon the floor of this House in
favor of these claims, but some of the most vicious and infamons
lobbyists that this city has known have been hanging around the
corridors of this Capitol for the last two months, and have been
assailing these claims by circulars infamous in their character,
and assailing these vessel contractors. 'What interest have they
in it? They have tried to create a false impression about these
claims simply because, like vultures, they could not get their beaks
into the appropriations that are likely to follow. It is not the
people who own these claims, but if is the gentlemen who want
to get large concessions from these people; and because they have
failed, they have assaulted these claims in a manner that should
exclude them from this Capitol.

Mr. CANNON. A single question. There are vultures in the
world, but before they ever perform there has to be the presence
of carrion. [Laughter.]

Mr. MAHON. That is not always the case. They very seldom

t carrion and have to take other food that people onght to have.

e gentleman talks about conference reggrts coming back from
the Senate and having to take the items that they put on. Many
and many a time I have sat here during the night, and while we
have been waiting through the night we have amused ourselves
by singing old national songs and some of the Confederate songs,
and under the leadership of the sweet singer now in the chair we
have spent the long hours waiting on the gentleman from Illinois,
the chairman of the committee of conference, and yet no instruc-

tions were given; and many a time the Senate has put into his
bills something that he could not get them to recede from, and
he had to a.%ee to them.

Mr. CANNON. These claims, and many just like them, time
and again have been put upon some of my bills; but the House
has always stood by me, and they always went off.

Mr. MAHON. Exceptin the Fifty-fourth Congress,
Mr. CANNON. Yes.
Mr. MAHON.

In the Fifty-fourth Congress theg put two mil-
lions on, and the bill passed the House and passed the Senate, and
some gentleman opposed to them went to the White House and
got President Cleveland to veto the bill.

Mr. CANNON. Yes; the President vetoed the bill.

Mr. MAHON. I know who went out to the White House and
got him to do it [langhter]; but thatisall right. Imoye the pre-
vious guestion on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves the
previous question on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Alabama, to instrnct the conferees on the part of the
House to resist what is known as the Selfridge board claims.

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the
ayes appeared to have it.

Mr., HON. Division.
The House proceeded to divide.
Mr. MAHON. ¢ Speaker, I do not care to take up the t_ime

of the House by a frther division.

The SPEAKE The ayes have it, and the motion is agreed
to. The Chair ainounces the following conferees on the part of
the House: ‘AHON, Mr. Giesox, and Mr. Sims.

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Honse resolve itself
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union
for the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill.

The motion was agreed to.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SHERMAN in the chair,

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of
the bill H. R. 14046, the title of which will be reported.

The Clerk read as follows: .

A bill (H. R. 1448) making appropriations for the naval service for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1 and for other purposes.

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is on the motion of
the gentleman from North Carolina, to strike out the paragraph
be%mnm g at line 3, page 4, which, without objection, the Clerk
will again report.

The Clerk read as follows:

EMERGENCY FUND, NAVY DEPARTMENT.

To meet unforeseen contingencies for the maintenance of the Navy con-
stantly arizing, to be expended at the discretion of the President, §100,000;
I’mrfged. That the accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby author-
ized and directed to allow, in the settlement of the accounts of disbursing
officers involved, payments made under the appropriation “Emergency
fund™ to civilian employees appqinte_dc?' the Navy Department for duty in
and serving at naval stations maintained in the island possessions during the

ear 1902, and until such time as Congressshall make specific appropri-
ation for the pay of such employees.

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected.

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to recur
to the provision on the preceding page—the conﬁngeut fund.

The CHATRMAN. e gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent to return to the last paragraph on page 3. Is there
objection? [After s(;}g:mse.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. FOSS. Mr, Chairman, I offer an amendment on page 4,
line 2, after the word ** dollars,” to insert the following.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment,.

The Clerk read as follows:

On paze 4, line 2, after the word “ dollars,” insart the following:

“And that the unexpended balance of the appropriation of £10,000 made in
the act approved June 7, 1900, to enable the S8acretary of the Navy in his dis-
cretion to cause to be transported to their homes the remains of officers and
enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps who die or who are killed in ac-
tion, ashore or afloat, ontside of the continental limits of the United States,
be, and the same is hereby, made available until used.”

The guestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to insert in the RECORD a
letter from the Secretary of the Navy in explanation of the
amendment which has just been adopted.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the letter will be in-
serted. [Aftera Fause.] The Chair hears no objection.

The letter is as follows:

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 3, 1902,

Sir: In the naval appropriation act approved June 7, 1900 (31 Stat. L., 685
under the head of “ Pay, miscellaneous, contingent, Navy," the sum of 810,
was provided “to enable the Secretary of the Navy, in his discretiom, to
cause to be transported to their homes the remains of officers and enlisted

men of the Nav{ and Marine Co who die or are killed in action, ashore or
afloat, outside of the continental limits of the United States.”
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Only about one-half of this it is understood, has been expended. The | without being much of a sailor, that a good place to train seamen
byl %?:ﬁ:ﬂ;;&?g:&lgn lgxp%wmmgﬁﬂ“ of the Treasury hav- | jgon thesea. [Laughter.] Ihaveno deagl.re tog.ntagon.ize this. The

c flscal year 1901; and al
though that officer is now, at the instance of this ment, er con-
sidering the question of the availability of the unexpended balance for the
purpose intended, I am advised informally that his present view is that the
agpropr!ntion is an annual one, but that inasmuch as it was entered in
the di of appropriations as ‘*indefinite," it may be used for the payment
of such expenses as haye already been incurred thereunder, but not for any
that may hereafter be incurred.

Requests are uently received from persons whose relatives in the
Navy and Marine Corps have died abroad, particularly in the Philippines,
that the bodies be brought home for burial; and while the Department be-
lieves that their wishes in this t should be carried out, compliance
therewith at this time is impracticable, owing to the lack of an appropriation.
This want, it is thought, for the fpresen be ad namlﬁomet by making
available the unexpended balance of the appropriation above erred
and I have the honor, therefore, to recommend the enactment of legislation
to that end. For the convenience of the committee the draft of a proposed
cla; suitable for insertion in the naval appmﬁnmtion bill and designed to
effect the desired object, is accordingly herewith submitted and commended

to favorable consideration.
Very respectfully, WILLIAM H. MOODY, Secretary.

Hon. GEORGE EpMUND Foss,
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs,
House of Representatives.
The Clerk read as follows:

Outfits on first enlistment: Outfits for all enlisted men of the Navy on first
enlistment, other than naval apprentices, hospital apprentices, and landsmen
under i for seamen, S.D&lmen. at $45 each, $]§£,M.

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word for the pur-
- pose of asking a question, This seems to be a new item?

Mr. FOSS. Yes.

Mr. CANNON. Now, is it new to the service or is it an ap-
propriation that dwelt elsewhere?

r. FOSS. No; it is new to the service.

Mr. CANNON. Well, authorized by legislation?

Mr. FOSS. For the first time in this bill. i

Mr. CANNON. Itislegislation, then, as well as appropriation?

Mr. FOSS. Yes.

Mr. CANNON. Well, now, I would be glad to ask my friend
why? If I understand it, it is §45?

Mr. FOSS. Forty-five dollars for each man.

Mr. CANNON. For an outfit they never before have had?

Mr. FOSS. They never before had it.

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad to know why the committee
find it necessary, if it is necessary.

Mr. FOSS. This outfit of $§45 provides two suits of blue and
two suits of white and underclothing accord.ingly to the en-
listed men. Heretofore they have not had this, and this provision
is made upon the recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy
and the Bureau of Navigation. As it is at the present time, a
man when he enters into the service of the Navy receives about
$15 or $§16 a month, and he is obliged to pay back this $§45 for out-
fit which is advanced to him.

During that time, say for three or four months, he is not able
to enjoy any of the privileges, such as going ashore, and very fre-

uently he becomes dissatisfied with the service and deserts.
embers of Congress are frequently called upon to help him out
of trouble. Now, the Secretary of the Navy and the Chief of the
Burean of Navigation believe that men who are enlisted in the
service would become beiter contented with their lot, and at the
same time it will be an incentive to enlistments of a better and
higher class of men, if they are given this inducement. It prac-
tically amounts to an increase in salary of $45 a year. I maysay
to my colleague that the Army provides for outfits for its men,
and that was another reason which was taken into consideration
by the committee,

Mr. CANNON. This puts the seamen that are enlisted upon
all fours with the Army.

Mr. FOSS. Yes; with the Army.

Mr. CANNON. Now,Iwould be glad to ask—and I am asking
for information—a little later on we come to the naval training
school. When seamen are enlisted all their expenses are paid
when they go to the training school.

Mr. FOSS. The training schools are not for these men. They
are for the boys—the apprentices. The seamen at the present
time are trained on ships and not trained at shore stations.

Mr. CANNON. An(llj it is not cont=mplated that they will be.

Mr. FOSS. There was a proposition coming from the Depart-
ment to provide for three training stations for enlisted men, but
the committee, after considering the question, determined not to
establish these stations, but simply have the training stations for
boys. The boys enter between 15 and 17 years of age, and too
young, really, to go to sea until they have been sufficiently disci-

lined or seasoned, so to speak, for sea service. There areno train-
ing stations in this bill for men, but simply for boys.

Mr. CANNON. Unless it be for officers. However, I will
speak of that when we reach it a little later on. I am glad to
know that the Committee on Naval Affairs—I think I am glad, but
I am nct sure—concluded not to have training stations for seamen
because they would be upon land. I am very much of the belief,

com‘tte ?tt,eewaa unanimous; it met with the judgment of the com-
mittee

Mr. FOSS. Oh yes; the committee was unanimous. The pol-
icy of the committee is to keep the Navy out on the sea, and for
that reason we saw fit not to recommend the establishment of
other training stations, although the request came to us with a
great deal of pressure from the Department. :

- The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment of the
gentleman from Illinois will be withdrawn.

There was no objection.

. The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol-
OWS:

Naval training station, Rhode Island: Maintenance of naval apprentice
training station, rs Harbor Island, Rhode Island, namely: Labor and ma-
terial; buildings and wharves; dredging channels; extending sea wall; repairs
to causeway and sea wall; general care, repairs, and improvements of grounds,
buildings, and wharves; wharfage, ferriage, and street-car fare; purchase
and maintenance of live stock and atten ce On same; wagons, carts, im-
plements, and tools, and repairs to same; fire engines and extin hers; boats
and g astic implements; models and other articles needed in instruction
of apprentices; printing outfit and materials and maintenance of same; heat-
ing, lighting, and furniture; books, tools, and necessary appliances for petty
;} cer:;i};iscl]llé)ol;dstnt.ionary, books&?nd riodjce&ls; frfg% ;ﬂgar, iee,andm-

ng; : ; :
anling: tolophinios ARG alt DUUSE ConGngHt STpeRmon BLOD.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. Here are two items for the support of naval trainin
stations, one at Newport, substantially, as I understand if, an
another at Yerba Buena. I should like to ask the gentleman
where is Yerba Buena?

Mr. FOSS. In San Francisco Bay.

Mr. CANNON. The report that the committee makes accom-
panying the bill, from a hasty glance at it, it would appear that
the expenditure at Newport for this naval training station is
$496,000, and then comes an appropriation of $55,000 for main-
tenance. Then there comes later on under public works, $§114,000
for additions to this training school. It seems, also, thatin degree
there is something of the same kind for the training school in
California.

Over on page 8 there is also a naval war college that I will not

ak of except incidentally until we reach it, down at Newport.
There is a pretty lartie expenditure for maintenance for that and
for additions. In the meantime the bill carries quite a large
amount for the building and repair of ships. I will ask the gen-
tleman if his committee has given very close investigation to the
naval training schools? Itseems to me like the Navy, and to some
extent the Army, is to go pretty largely into the common-school
system, and we are to have education galore instead of fighting
and manipulation of the Army upon the one hand and the Navy
upon the other.

I will confess that I am not fully informed about it, but still
the guestion arises in my mind as to whether after all we are not
%'(}ing too far in this kind of expenditure, and in the greatest good

aith I ask the gentleman about it.

Mr. FOSS. 1 would like to ask the gentleman to point out these
items of expenditure to which he refers.

Mr. CANNON. The reportthat the gentleman makes, I think
on page 36, gives the value of the property at the naval trainin,
school at $496,000. Then there is something for machinery, whic
I do not happen to have before me—probably $100,000 or over.
Then on page 36 of the bill there is $114,000 to further extend
buildings; whether it be officers’ guarters or what I am not clear.
I have a surmise that it largely abounds in quarters for officers,
who I presume are to instruct these people, I will be entirely
frank with the gentleman. Iwill just ask him his opinion in this
connection whether or not the proximity of the fashionable water-
ing place of Newport has anything to do with the naval war col-
lege, or that we will come to in the next paragraph, the naval
training school and the officers’ quarters, if it be officers’ quarters
that are to be constructed?

I will ask my friend a little later on, if it is appropriate, how
many officers are on shore and how many are at sea? I do not
think that he and I would disagreeas to what is the better policy
to be pursned, and I do not know but that even by these surmises
I may be doing great injury to the service which we all glory in.
If my surmises are correct, then it becomes a somewhat serious
question, while we are availing ourselves of our magnificent per-
sonnel in the Navy, whether they are not working us quite lively
for matters which are not strictly connected with the Navy.

Mr. FOSS. Well, so far as the location of this training station
is concerned, I would say to my honored colleague that I pre-
sume—in fact, I know—that it was established after the city of
Newport was established. But the advantages of a naval station
located at that point are, I think, quite evident. I hawve visited
the naval training station. When I was there last I found more
than a thousand boys being frained there—a thousand appren-
tices—and the appropriations which we have made from time to
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time have been comparatively small. Take this item, for in-
stance, for maintenance, $55,000 per year. This, I think, isan
increase of $10,000 over the appropriation of last year. But that
is due to the fact that we have more boys there at this time than
we had then, and is also due to the fact that there has been
established a petty officer’s school in connection with it.

Now, it is gquite essential that we should train our officers, and
that we should train these young boys, on shore to some extent.
The Navy of to-dayis different from the Navy of forty years atga.
‘We can not measure the needs and necessities of the Navy to-day
by the Erdstick of forty years ago. The evolution of the modern
battle ship brought about a wonderful change. The *‘ Jack Tar ™’
who was the inspiration of Cooper’s tales has become a tradition.
0Old Jack, with his rough exterior, with language largely of pro-
fanity, sitting and smoking his pipe—perchance squirting tobacco
juice with ver accuracy than the trained gunner of to-day can
hit his mark with shot or shell—has become a tradition. *‘Jack®
went off the ship when sails went off, and when masts went off.
He went off in the evolution of the modern battle ship. And in
his place has come the trained machinist, the trained gunner, the
trained seaman; and it requires education to train these men to
man the ship and to perform the different duties in connection
with the careful manning and officering of the ship, in view of the
great complexity of machinery and mechanism which obtains in
our battle ships. And so this in some measure isa reason why it
has become necessary to some extent to train apprentices and to
train officers on shore.

But I would say to my colleagne [Mr. CaAxNoN] that we have
not gone to the full extent which the Navy Department would
have us go in training men on shore, because we have believed
we should, as far as possible, keep the men at sea. Butwe think
we are to-day doing no more of this training, this so-called ed-
ucation, than is a%solutely necessary for the efficiency of the
service.

A few members of the committee, including myself, have visited
the naval training stations. 'We have only two—one at Newport
and the other at Yerba Buena Island, in San Francisco Bay—and
the appropriations for these naval stations have been reasonable
from year to year and comtgaratively small in amount. The
whole investment in each of them is not ver{l}.:rge. Gentlemen
refer to the one at Newport, which, I think, cost us less than
§500,000. That is the larger training station of the two; there
are more boys there than at the other.

Now, I think with this information this provision ought to pass
the judgment of the committee.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, if I may be allowed, I will rise
to oppose the amendment. Now, let us take up this question in
connection with Newport. Tumingnto the statement on page 7
of the report of the committee, we find that there is at Newport,
R. 1., a naval torpedo station, with ‘‘real estate and chattels”
valued at §245,000, and machinery $59,000. o

Mr. FOSS. That is separate and apart from the training
station.

Mr. CANNON. I know; but somehow or other there comes
now for the support of this torpedo station an appropriation of
$65,000 on page 12 of the bill. Then there is the naval training
station; and then comes the War College. Now, we have about
12,000 or 15,000 miles of coast line. I will just ask my friend the
plain direct question, if he knows whether or not the happening
of these three institutions—the War College, the training station,
and the naval torpedo station, all centered down there at New-
port—whether the officers and men are on duty the year round or
only during the warm season, and whether the schools vary in
gize; or, to make a long story short, if my friend knows, I would
be glad to have him tell us how many officers there are there and
about how many apprentices; and just between us now, is this a
polite way of taking an outing at a summer watering place? Is
this matter accidental, or is it on purpose?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me suggest to the gentleman that
the superior facilities at Ne;{)ort in the way of location and
diapth of water had a great deal to do with the selection of the

ace.
N The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois

has expired. ;
Mr.x%AYTON. I ask that the gentleman’s time be extended.
Mr, CANNON. I do not desire it.
Mr. DAYTON. Oh, yes; we want to have the gentleman’s
views on these matters. e .
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois desire

further time?

Mr. CANNON. Oh,no. But I should like to know hqw man;
of these officers there are, nse we are to come to this naval-
college matter in a moment, and perhaps we had better under-

it now.

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last

word for the purpose of asking a question of the gentleman from

Ilinois. I would like o ask whether the gentleman is opposed
to these institutions per se or opposed only to their location?

Mr. CANNCN. I hope my friend wili‘ allow me two minutes
to answer him. Iam in entire touch with the utterances of one
who seems to me to be a man of great ability, holding a great
place, of very recent date, and I read as follows:

Even in time of peace a war ship should be used until it wears out, for only
80 can it be kept fit to respond to any eme: The officers and men alike

should be kept as much as possible on blue wsﬁar, for it is there only they
can learn their duties as they should be learned, ete.

I have read from the message of President Roosevelt to this

Congress in ber last.

Mr. WATSON. I think that is correct.

Mr. CANNON. Now, then, we might just as well have it out
rigatétfhere? . The next item is the Naval War College. What is
t or’

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Instruction of officers.

Mr. CANNON. Iwonldlike to know if the Naval War College
is for the instruction of officers?

Mr. DAYTON. May I answer the gentleman?

Mr. CANNON. My question is asked in good faith.

Mr. DAYTON. Iknow thatand I want toanswer the question
of the gentleman. If the gentleman will take occasion some time
at his leisure to read the hearing No. 63, in reference to this war
college, I think he will find ouf that some of us were impressed
with the same ideas that he had, and had a pnrgose to inquire
pretty fully into what this war college was established for. I
have not time to read that whole statement, but I will try to give
him the substance of what is done at the Naval War College. It
is‘'an institution established for the purpose of the study of the
arts_lof war, of military rules and actions, by the officers of higher

es,

In other words, it is the study of the art of war by those who
are about to or have assumed commanding rank. Its purpose
further is to study and to educate officers in all questions of inter-
national law. It is recognized to-day as the leading college on
international law in this country, if not in any other country., -
Now, let me illustrate just what the class of studies there are in
one particular. Problems are studied every year. It is supposed
that war should spring up between this country and some other
country and that its basis of action should be at a certain point,
All the charts are studied, all the plans of that campaign are
worked out in detail by these officers who are there present.

They are carefully preserved. There are hundreds of cases,
many cases involving a naval campaign at almost every point on
our coast, and in all parts of the world, in fact, and all the details
of a plan of campaign under those circumstances are considered
by the officers at this Naval War College for the purpose of deter-
mining what would be the action of each of the sides engaged in
the controversy and what preparations would be made. In addi-
tion to that, the charts of the locality are carefully studied, and
all, as I said a moment ago, of the details of the campaign are
worked out, so that if we should have war with any one of the
powers that would involve any question similar to that, the con-
sensus of opinion of a number of the best officers, those of the
higher rank. as to what should be the course and conduct of that
campaign will be all worked out there in detail. That is in sub-
stance the purpose of it.

Mr. CANNON. I will ask my friend how many officers attend
this Naval War College?
Mr. DAYTON. Well, the number varies. Last year there

were 28 of them that joined and worked out the scheme of what
might be a possible war.

Mr. CAN?ON. How long were they on duty?

Mr. DAYTON. They were on duty six months, I suppose. I

do not know; gosaibly less. They were studying these problems,

Mr. CANNON, During the summer season or in the winter
time?

Mr. DAYTON. The school goes on in the winter time and in
the summer also.

Mr. CANNON. Well, mostly in the summer time or mostly
in the winter?

Mr. DAYTON. I do not think there is any difference.

Mr. CANNON. Now, I want to ask my friend another ques-

tion. These people that attend this Naval War College are the
highest officers, are they not?

Mr. DAYTON. Above the rank of lientenant-commander,
usually; those who are about to assume and be responsible for
and command vessels in case there should be war.

Mr. CANNON. A lientenant-commander is generally about
50 years old before he gets his commission, is he not?

Mr. DAYTON. Less than that now.

Mr. CANNON. Well, 40 or 45.

Mr. DAYTON. Well,I donot know what the age may be. It
depends a great deal npon circumstances.

Mr. CANNON., I will assume him to be 45 or 40 for the
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purposes of the argunment. To begin with, we will soon have an
$8,000,000 Academy finished down here at Annapolis, with a six
years® course, I believe, is it not?

Mr. DAYTON. No; four years, and two at sea.

Mr. CANNON. Well, we call it a six years’ course.

Mr. DAYTON. Baut it is only four years at the Academy,

Mr. CANNON. Of education in the Naval Academy.

Mr, DAYTON. Yes.

Mr. CANNON. And the man goes to sea. About a third of
them, as I recollect the last report a year ago, were on shore duty.
And he goes along and finally gets his de in peace and war,
performing his duty on the great battle ships and the cruisers un-
til he gets to be 40 or 45 years old. Then he comes back and goes
n]?on shore duty and in the summer and the winter both, if éou
f oose, but anyhow at Newport, he goes to this Naval War Col-

ege.

The CHATRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Illinocis
has expired.

Mr. CANNON. I hope I can have a minute or two more.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Illincis asks unani-
mous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. DAYTON. Now, will the gentleman pardon me just one
remark? ’

Mr. CANNON. Yes.

Mr. DAYTON. I would be in entire sympathy with my friend
in combininﬁ; these colleges at Annapolis if that were ible.
Unfortunately these institutions have been located at Newport.
At one time it was suggested, and there was a strong sentiment:
in favor of it, that the Academy be moved from Annapolis to
Newport, because I may assure the gentleman that there is no
question that the surroundings—I do not mean the social sur-
roundings, but I mean simply the harbor and the physical condi-
tions—at Newport are very favorable to naval institutions of this
character. The torpedo stationis situated on an island that is en-
tirely separated, as I understand it, from the city proper; but
these institutions have been located there.

Now, I hope the gentleman will read the hearings for the pur-

se of determining the purpose and object of this naval war col-

ege and these other institutions. If he will do so, I think he will

see that there is justification,not alone in having men understand
the management of a ship at sea, but also in having them study
every inch of our coast line, study every one of our harbors, study
every possible contingency that may arise in a naval conflict in
those harbors and in those waters, and study all the questions of
how they shall obtain supplies, where the base of supplies shall
be, and how a commanding officer shall pre;:pare i in case
it should come upon him to be in charge of the fleet in time of
battle there, and that is what they study.

Mr. CANNON. That is, about eighteen or twenty of them.

Mr. DAYTON. Every year. All of them get that training.
There are only seven there permanently.

Mr. CANNON. Oh, seven there permanently.

t}{r. DAYTON. Only seven there permanently in charge of the
station.

Mr. CANNON. And ashigh as eighteen or twenty in the sum-
mer,

Mr. DAYTON. Last year, twenty-eight.

Mr. CANNON. Twenty-eight?

Mr. DAYTON. As they come on shore to study these prob-

lems.

Mr. CANNON. And they are all men over 40 and most of
them over 50 years of age, drawing on blackboards what they
would do in the event there was a breach presentation or a head
presentation, and so on.

Mr. DAYTON. All these plans of war or conflict are carefully
preserved for use in the library, and are strictly confidential.

Mr. CANNON. Now, I will just turn over tofpage 87 of the
bill and ask my friend what is this appropriation for?

Naval War College, Rhode Island, buildings: Buﬂ;ii.ngband furnishing a
fireproof annex to the college, with a covered connecting bridge, $80,000.

Mr. DAYTON. I will simply answer the gentleman that this
fireproof building is for the purpose of keeping these records,
that are confidential in their character, and the other valuable
papers that this college has.

Mr, CANNON. Then I understand that they have naval quar-
ters there for these officials?

Mr. DAYTON. Oh, no; I think not.

Mr. CANNON. For the seven people?

Mr. BULL. If the gentleman will allow me, they have about
thgty or forty naval officers there at every session of the war
college.

Mrg. CANNON. Have they guaiters?

Mr. BULL. Only for the presids=zt.

Z'he officers are quar-
tered in the city of Ngwport.

Mr. CANNON. Quartered in the city of Newport. Does the
Government own the guarters there?

Mr. BULL. No,sir; the Governmentowns the mﬂe%fhuilding.

Mr. DAYTON. They live in four rooms in the college build-
ing, I want to say to the gentleman.

Mr. CANNON. Well, I just wanted tosee whether or not this
was leather anderunella and an excuse, or whether there was real
service in this Naval War College. Now, I want to express the
belief of a man who does not know much about the sea, that you
may take men who have been at sea until they are 45 years old,
and then bring them together in a Naval War College to study
what theg might, counld, would, or should do if a battle should
come, and in my opinion, modestly expressed, it does not amount
to the snap of a finger. Wh , I had a friend once who told me
that he took a whole month in posturing and seeing which knee
he should get down onto, and trying to find out which hand of
his sweetheart he should seize, and how low he should duck his
head when he gopped the question. **'Well,”” said I, ** how did
you get along, Jim?'* Said he, * By jing, I forgot all about if
and I asked her if she would marry me and kiss me, and she sai
‘Yes.'”” [Laughter.]

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman—

Mr. CANNON. I do not believe, gentlemen——

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to askthe gentleman a question.

Mr. CANNON. Yes.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Do you think because you understand all
these things that the average American youth does not have to
be educated up to the point? [Laughter. ]

Mr. CANNON. I would say, from the complexion of my good
friend, that it did not take any war college to enable him to get
along in all these emergencies. [Laughter.]

Now, as to the serious side of this matter. It is easy to find
fault. I have been in this House too long to find fault recklessly,
and I gnard my words while I talk for a minute or two. Now,
the surmise arises in my mind whether or no the greatest threat
to the American Navy to-day is not the fact that one-third of the
1,700 or 1,800 officers are not upon salt water, but upon the land,
in the performance of duty,in many instances, t civilians
should perform.

_36133 JHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired.

Mr. CANNON. But my friend took nearly all of my time.

Mr. DAYTON. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the
gentleman may be extended.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the time of the gen-
tleman being extended? [After a pause.] The Chair hearsnone.

Mr. CANNON. I am quite in harmony with the recommenda-
tion of the President of the United States that no mnaval officer,
with the growing Navy, should be performing duty anywhere
upon shore that a civilian can perform.

Mr. G of Tennessee. Mr. i , only one moment,
I want to ask my friend where these men are at work and what
are they doing on shore.

Mr. CANNON. Oh, my friend, you will find, down at the
Navy Department, %I;ite many of them there. I will refer my
fr}m to the Navy Register for that, and the report of the com-
mittee.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am really anxious to find out.

Mr. CANNON. I have got a report made a year or two ago
that r%ww it, and my friend in charge of the bill says it is in his
report.

Now, then, in the greatest good faith, without any demagogy
about Newport, or this or that or the other, because I have a pride
in the personnel of the American Navy; but we are bm'}]ding
more ships here. This bill mounts up to $70,000,000, and I am in
favor of building more ships. Iam in favor of having a Na
that will answer the pugposes of the Republic, and will stan
sufficient for the new duties that have been growing, and have
been thrust upon us in the performance of our duties to the na-
tions of the world; strengthening our diplomacy and making us
ready for any emergency. But I do believe that it is the duty of
this committee, and our duty as friends of the Navy, to see to it
that the President’s recommendations are carried out. And we
are going to have more officers, when we are enlarging the insti-
tution at Annapolis. I believe we should ntilize the naval officers
upon the sea. Now, then, I have laid the foundation for the
statement by the various inquiries that Thavemade. Now I will
yield to the gentleman from Kentucky.

. Mr. WHEELER. If the gentleman will permit me, I desire to
indorse very heartily what he has stated in reference to keegi.ng
our naval officers upon the sea, and I wish to suggest to him how
he can accomplish that result. If he will adopt the snggestions
of the Secretary of the Navy who has just retired, and will in-
duce his colleagues upon this side of the Chamber and upon the
other side of the C ber to carry into execution those sug-
gestions, he will favor the consolidation of bureaus that in my
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Edgment are cumbersome and some of them unnecessary, and put
ree to four hundred officers nqon the sea and give no further
excuse for keeping them on the land.
Mr. DAYTON. How can we send three or four hundred more
officers to sea when there are less than three hundred on land?
Mr. WHEELER. There are between seven and nine hundred
officers off on shore leave and on land duty.
Mr. DAYTON. There are 272.
Mr. FOSS. There are 1,017 altogether.

Mr. CANNON. I wounld like to conclude this sentence.
[Laughter.
Mr. DA N. We have only 1.017 officers altogether.

Mr. WHEELER. There were seven hundred and some odd
ashore last year.

Mr. DAYTON. You are mistaken.

Mr. CANNON. Now, I believe in the statement of the gentle-
man from Kentucky. If these bureans in the Navy Degart‘ment.
should be consolidated—I am not a naval expert, but I think I
know, I believe I know it to the standpoint of absolute conviction,
so that if T had the power to do it I would do it in the twinkling
of an eye. [Laughter and applause.]

But let me state, gentlemen, that in my judgment it is not go-
ing to be done. Why? It is the easiest thing on earth to create
an office. It is the hardest thing on earth, from a legislative
standpoint, to abolish an office [laughter]; and when you come
and talk about moving out the heads of these bureaus, and the
naval officers that are in them, and sending them to sea through
the consolidation and the employment of civilian people to per-
form the duties now committed to them, you strike ** the sisters,
the counsins, and the aunts *’ of allof us. [Laughter and applause.]
And you are not going to do it. I wish it could be done. [Re-
newed laughter and z:ll-l)glause.]

Mr. MUDD. I would like to ask the gentleman a question.

Mr. CANNON. Very well.

Mr. MUDD. I woug like toinquire if it would meet with the
approval of the gentleman’s views to provide that retrenchment,
which I am always anxious to promote [laughter], if the estab-
lishment at Newport should be transfe to Annapolis and have
it all at one place?

Mr. C ON. Mr. Chairman, I have always known the gen-
tleman as an able leader and a faithful representative of his con-

stitnents. Iam now glad to welcome him to the great society of
humorists, and he is one of the best I know of. [ILau hter.]
Now, I do not want to grow into a common scold. I do believe

it is impossible to do it in the Committee of the Whole House,
but I do believe that the Committee on Naval Affairs, in vaca-
tion if necessary, should take hold of this whole matter with
a vigorous grip. It is mecessary for the tﬁgod of the Navy, and
twice necessary, in my judgment, for good of the people.
[Applause.]

Mr, HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman,I do not want to attack in
any way this particular provision with relation to the education
of apprentices. I do not know how important it is, but I assume
that it is important. I do, however, want to make some sugges-
tions with reference fo the extraordinary expense that this Gov-
ernment is at through, as I believe. the improper employment in
a large degree, at least, of high-priced naval officers in the per-
formance of a duty that ought to be performed by civilians. 2]
have here a Navy Department, and it is a part of the civil govern-
ment. Itsobjectisforthe control of the Navy of the United States,
and yet in the Navy Department to-day in this city there are 114
naval officers, and within 40 miles of this Capitol there are to-day
204 naval officers, as shown by the last Navy Register,

We are all proud of the Naval Academy, and that pride was
evidenced by the large, bountiful, munificent appropriations
made only a year or two ago for the purpose of properly housing
that establishment. Tt is supposed that that is a place for the
education of naval officers, and the popular idea is that that edu-
cation is being conducted as is the educational matters at other
institutions. And yet we have there on duty now 59 naval offi-
cers, in addition to the professors and the others engaged in in-
struction in the scientific departments of that institution.

We graduated, Iam told, 58 cadets at the last commencement.
We have 59 officers there, one more than we uated, and if
you include the whole number of cadets you have but a little
more than 4 cadets to each one of these officers. I believe there
is something wrong about it. I think it ought not to be.

Let me call the attention of the House for a moment to the con-
ditions there. At the Naval Academy we have 4 commanders,
we have 14 lientenant-commanders, we have 22 lientenants, we
have 13 lientenants of the junior grade, we have 6 other commis-
sioned officers, surgeons, pay in rs, etc. We have 4 pro-
fessors of mathematics, and we have 14 of the high-priced warrant

cers,

Now, if this is necessary—if it is necessary to have this great
staff in addition to the instructors that are there, all right; but if

this is in accordance with the practice of finding comfortable
places, secure corners and nooks where these gentlemen may be
ensconced, I think it ought to be stopped.

One of the reasons which I would urge against the construction
of ships in our navy-yards is that I believe that practice would
simply justify on the part of officers controlling themselves in
the Navy Department the flooding of these stations with nnnec-
essary officers. i

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, Mr, Chairman, I would like
to ask the gentleman a question.

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well.

_ Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. The verypoint the gentleman
is now discussing has been in my mind many times, and having
great confidence in the gentleman’s wisdom as well as his ex-
perience, I would like to ask him a question. All these officers
claim that they have a right to be at home during some period of
their service, will my friend give me a plan which in his judg-
ment would be wise, one by which they could be permitted to di-
vide their time between shore and sea service? This is a proposi-
tion I have had in my mind a long time and I have not been able
to satisfactorily work it ont. ]

Mr, HEPBURN. The domestic arrangements of every man
must be arranged by himself.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Would my friend keep them
at sea all the time? 4

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not think that the fact that a man hasa
family is a matter for his Government to consider, when it pro-
poses to settle his pay and to provide for his daties. I know there
was a time, for nearly four years, while I was in the military
service of the Government, that no solicitude of that character
seemed to be manifested on the part of the Government toward
me. [Laughter.

The éJHAIR . The time of the gentleman from Iowa has
expired.

r. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I ask nnanimousconsent, Mr,
Chairman, that the time of the gentleman be extended five min-

utes.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Iowa
may be extended five minutes. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. HEPBURN. The question the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania has asked me I can not answer, and it is not for me to an-
swer, nor for any other member of this House. That is a matter
for each man to determine for himself. If he can not perform
the duties that the Government has imposed upon him, the duties
that he himself undertakes to perform, and hold proper relations
to a family, that is his business, and not mine.

I believe that this idea that each man has a right, after a three
years’ cruise, to three years shore duty, is an assumption rather
than a fact. He has no such right. He has no right to assume
that the Government will recognize a right of that kind. I be-
lieve that when at sea—certainly during times of peace—there is
no class of men receiving the same compensation who nndergo so
little of hardship and who have so snug and comfortable a berth
as have our naval officers. {Apﬁ»lause.] I do not believe that
three years’ sea service is of such extreme and rigorons charac-
ter—calls for such fortitude or self-denial—as to entitle the officer
to three years of leisure afterwards. There is nothing like that
“nominated in the bond.”

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman from
TIowa allow a single suggestion? It is also said in opposition to
the arguments made by the gentleman from Iowa t?mt to keep
all these officers at sea will entail nupon the Government an un-
usual expense; that it costs a great deal of money to keep a ship
in commission; that there are certain times when a ship must be
laid up for repairs; that our ghips can not be at sea all the time,
and our namY appropriations would be very much larger if we
kept enoungh ships in commission to keep these officers of higher
grade at sea all the time,

Mr. HEPBURN. If it is true that our ships do not keep pace
in their wth with the growth of the Naval Register, then I
would take some of the names off the Naval Register,

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman from Iowa allow me a
suggestion in the line of his remarks?

r. HEPBURN. Certainly.

Mr. VANDIVER. The argument made for increasing the
number of officers in the Navy Register is that we have not
enough men to officer our ships, and therefore this bill provides
for increasing the number by adding 500 more cadets.

Mr. HEPBURN. I was coming to that point after a time.

Mr. VANDIVER. I want tosay that I appreciate the gentle-
man'’s expressions, and agree with them.

Mr. HEPBURN. We have now 22 rear-admirals. We have
not commands for them. On the contrary, we have proper com-

mands for only 7 rear-admirals. Accordipg to this register, we
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have 70 captains to command ships; and yet as I read the register
we have but 29 officers of that grade in command of ships.

I do not know that I want to make any other criticism than
this, that the functions of the Navy Department, like those of the
‘War Department, have been usurped, through usage, by a class
of men that have no business there. Those offices in those two
Departments are civil in their nature; they ought to be filled, at
least in a large degree—except where expert knowledge is neces-
sary—by civilians; and these men, trained to military or naval
duties, ought to be placed where their education fits them for
service.

I am told that it costs us $10,000 to graduate an officer at West
Point or at the Naval Academy. After we have gone to that ex-

nse, why put these men in civilian tEMS? Why put these
ﬂifh—priced men in situations which in the other departments are

ed by 32,000 or $2,500 clerks? This practice will be continued
just as long as the Navy Department is controlled by the Navy or
the War Department is controlled by the Army. I do not believe
a proper order of things will be possible until those two great
Departments are restored to their proper places as part and parcel
of the civil government of the United States.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I havelistened
with much displeasure to the remarks of the gentleman from
Jowa [Mr. HEpBURN] in opposition to the * shore duty ™’ of the
¥er80nnel of the Navy. I am very much in favor of shore duty

or the Navy. It is my peculiar privilege to-day to defend the
Navy, its honor, and its prestige, and its personnel. I may say
that in a certain way I have an inherited duty to defend a certain
class of the Navy—the landlubber part that stdys ashore all it
can. None of my family, except myself, have for six generations
been ** down to the sea in ships.”’

Now, Mr. Chairman, in connection with the performance of
that duty I want to call the attention of the House to the time-
honored fact that the “nine Muses™ have always been the de-
fenders of the heroes of land and sea battles. Itis in poetry that
the heroism of men appears to the best advantage. ﬁﬁf of the
old worthies of the ol c{l time would have been lost sight of but
for Homer. I want to read now a piece of poetry—a perfect piece
of inspiration in my opinion—sug, by recent naval occur-
rences, which confirms the old idea that a man frequently owes
his reputation to the inspiration of the Muses and to the comments
that are made upon him by the worshipers at the altars of the

uses.

‘Who this worshiper is, who the author of these lines is, I do
not know. I would scorn to inguire, becanse what he says is so
absolutely perfect that his own *‘personmel’ (to mse a naval
phrase) cuts no figure in the premises. You all remember that
beauntiful old-time poem about the battle of Blenheim and the
glory of Marlborough and of Prince Eugene. and the little boy
who wanted to know how it all came about. The author of these
lines seems to have had that poem in his mind:

“QOh, who is Crowninshield, papa.
TFhat he should have the best |
Of everything there is to have
And e o'er all the resty™

‘' Great Crowninshield, my son, has done
A lot of wondrous things,

- And now he reaps the proud rewards
That virtue always brings.”

“What were the virtnous deeds he did,
That he should simply name
The things he wants for his rewards
And straight annex the same?"

“0Oh. you can never understand
The wonders he has done;
The fight they made on Schley he planned,
* And that was great, my son.”

“What other fights were fought by him
Whose flag so proudly flies
High on our greatest ship, before
e world’s admiring eyes#"

“ No other sailor ever sat
Behird a desk and fought
As glorious a fight as that
Or planned as grand a piot.“

“But when and where did Crowninshield
Stand on the bridge and show
His *bullies® how to train their guns
Apgainst the firing foe!™

“QOh, fie upon your ‘firing foes®
And *bullies® and such things!
Great Crowninshield sat at his desk
And deftly pulled the strings.”

“And was that all he did, papa,
That he, with bulging chest, ~
Should head the list of heroes now,

Eclipsing all the rest?™

“Go ont and chase the put, my son—

I do not know what ** put '’ is, unless it refers to the declaration
that the American flag ‘¢ got to stay put,’’ a highly ungram-

‘he had it submi

matical but strenuously Presidential phrase; but I will leave the

phraseology to the poet—
“ (o out and chase the put, my son,
And bother me no more;
Great Crowninshield's the gmmst tar
That ever stayed ashore.’
[Laughter and app]ause.g ,
And yet the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], with that
audacity that characterizes him, would deprive the heroes of the

Navy of the opportunity of earning immortal and unending re-
nown by  staying ashore’ and ‘ deftly pulling the string.”
Does he not know that a naval officer has no particular opportu-
nity for promotion without an opportunity to ** stay ashore™ and
‘¢ deftly pull the string?”

Mr. Chairman, it has not been long since the American people
were somewhat aroused by a naval investigation of a man by the
name of Schley, who took an insignificant part in the battle of
Santiago.

The American people have concluded, without any reason, with-
out any common gense, without any experience, contrary to all
the expert knowledge of the Navy Department, that because this
man simply happened to be on the bridge and ha;ipened to be
telling the ** bullies”’ how to shoot and whither to shoot, that he
had something to do with the battle of Santiago. It just hap-

ned that a great ** naval expert '’ by the name of Maclay wrote a

istory of the Navy of the United States, and it just so happens
that that naval history was adopted at the Naval Academy at
Annapolis—by whose insistence, by whose suggestion, I know not.

It just so happens that the anthor of the book mentioned,
while he was writing it, in his introduction, says that he had had
the proofs of the book submitted to this great *‘tar’ who won
his repute by “* staying ashore,” Crowinshield—or, as he is called
since Ee went to England on coronation duty, Crunshell—and that
to a great many other people connected with
the last and with the present Administration, and that they ap-
proved of it. Now, this fool American people who do not know
anything about naval affairs. and have not any particular sense,
concluded that the man who happened to be there and in com-
mand of the ship that received the most shots and would have
been sunk if it had not made the ** loop,’” had alittle something to
do with the battle of Santiago, and a man in Congress, a fellow
from down South—*‘ away down South in Dixie ""—who did not
have any better semse, introduced a set of resolutions early in
this Congress, which I will now read to the House.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the ientlemsn has expired.

* Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the time of the gentleman be extended for five minutes.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent that the time of the gentleman from Mississippi be ex-
tended five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, gentlemen, to quit
badinage a while, let us just examine into what constitutes the
right relationship between gentleman and gentleman and officer
and officer in the Navy or in the Army of the United States.
Suppose that I were a superior officer in the Navy or the Army.
Suppose that I had reason to believe that an inferior officer had
been cowardly or had been untrauthful in his conduct, what
-wonld be my duty? To askand to try to get a court-martial or
to prefer charges against him for what he had done. Would it
be a part of my duty to go out and pick up a little whipper-
snapper gomewhere in the employ of the Government as alaborer,
have him write something and look over his proofs and approve
and indorse them, and have him make an attack in the rear upon
my brother officer? I imagine not. I imagine that would be
ordinarily considered *‘conduct unworthy of an officer and a
gentleman.’

Has that sort of conduet taken place? Ido notknow. Nobody
knows. We do know it has been charged, and we do know that
this Congress has absolutely failed to investigate it. Now, a
Presidential ukase has been sent abroad that talk about this Schley
matter must stop, in official circles at any rate. Thank God, they
can not stop it amongst the American people altogether, provided
the American people want to talk about it. But I have never
wanted to investigate the Schley matter any further. That has
been investigated sufficiently, and not only the American peo-
ple, but the people of the entire world, with honest hearts and
clear brains, have concluded that whatever else is true, that what-
ever else is false, one thing is true, and that is that Admiral
Schley was neither a coward nor a liar. [Applause.] The Amer-
ican people know that, if he had never been in the battle of San-
tiago, his exploits upon the Greely relief expedition branded him
a man all over, and a man with a courage much rarer than the
cou which men must have in battle, because in battle the
shoulder to shoulder feeling of men encourages the coward now
and then, out of pure pride, to play the part of hero.

But when a man goes away up to the arctic circle upon one of
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these relief. itions, and has to battle upon the hurricane
deck of the ship against the wind and the cold, and has to take
care of his men and keep his presence of mind about him, it re-
quires a courage far above the ‘hurrah, here we go' sort of
courage that takes place in battle.

This resolution was introduced. I want to call the attention
of the House to it, and I want to know why it now sleeps the
sleep of the just—and I will undertake to say that it is the sleep
of the just—in the Committee on Rules:

Whereas—

Is there a word in it that is not true—
one E. 8. l{acla{a has written a history of the Navy of the United States
which was adopted for use at the Naval Academy at Annapolis—

Did he write it? 'Was it so adopted or not?—

And whereas in said history said E, 8. Maclay denounces Rear-Admiral
Bchley as a liar and a coward—

Did he or did he not?—

And wh id Maclay i ted to ha 11
ec%?t%nfi‘i ‘3{1.?;;';:2 i Nw’;}-';:;.?ﬁ;ma o i Gt E."é.%‘f&?ﬁ;‘?é:ﬁ‘é:ieég

el O & Durea
sy e byohim-a—w on o e Navy Department, and appro

That was reported, was it not? Did you not all of you see it in
ﬂille ;:;vmpers everywhere? It is merely asserted that it was so
alleged—

And whereas said Maclay was at the time of the writing of the said history
and is now— .

He is not at this moment, but he was at the time of the intro-
troduction of these resolutions—

in the employ of the Navy Department of the United States, notwithstand-
the scurrilous character of the charges made by him in said history;

And whereas said facts disclosed a state of thi subversive of honorahle
conduct and consideration among officers of the Navy and employees of the
Navy Department: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved—

Now what? No great bombshell, no anarchy, simply this—
That a committee be appointed by the §; er for the f investigat-
ing and reporting to the House o! R&cﬂ'eg::fativas the m gals‘;i‘:ry o;?im
sald statements as made by said Ma gtla}ihe ruth or hlaie?' of the allega-
tions that the proof sheets were submi to and acquiesced in by said Cap-
tain Crowninshield, and to report to the House of Representatives the course
of action to be pursued by the House in consequence of the ascertainment of
facts to be e by said committee.

Gentlemen, I have heard a great deal here in the last two or
three days about attacking the ** ho:gor of the Army ’* and attack-
ing the honor of the Navy of the United States. We seem to have
come almost to the point to which the French Republic came a lit-
tle while back, when the civil authorities dared not acquit an inno-
cent man for fear that the nation of France might meet with the
rebuke of the army of France—in the Dreyfus case.

The CHAIR . The time of the gentleman has again ex-

pired.

Mr. BARTLETT. Iask unanimous consent that the gentle-
man from Mississippi have five minutes more.

The CHATIRM The gentleman from Georgia asks unani-
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Mississippi be
extended five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WILLTAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I do not ex}};ect
to use the time allotted tome. I have heard a great deal here
lately upon the line I have just referred to; but I want to call
your attention, Mr. Chairman, to this, that an attempt to main-
tain the principles of humanity in the Army and an attempt to
maintain and secure the principles that ordinarily prevail among
gentlemen in the Navy is not an attack upon either the Army or
the Navy. It is, upon the contrary, a defense of the historical
and traditional esprit du corps of both.

I listened with much surprise yesterday to the remarks of my
grave and reverend friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. GrRow]—a
gentleman who has identified himself with the history of this
country in more than one worthy way—when he undertook be-
tween the lines to justify Smith’s inhuman order in the Philip-

ine Islands * to make a howling wilderness of Samar,”’ and ““to
Eﬂl all—10 years old or over,” by citing what he said was the
conduct of the Federal Army on Sherman’s march to the sea and
on Sheridan’s trip through the Valley of Virginia.

Mr. Chairman, I am a Southerner, and I am a son of a Confed-
erate soldier and a Confederate officer. He left me many broad
acres, and he left me many things to render easy my course
throngh life. He left behind him with me a heritage of love and
affection; but he left me nothing, in my estimation, as valunable
as the recollection of his courage upon the battlefield in meeting
soldiers almost as brave npon the other side. 3 irman,
standing here as a Southerner and the son of .a Confederate sol-
dier, I hurl back the comparison made by the gentleman from
FPennsylvania. -

Neither under Sherman nor under Sheridan, neither on the
march to the sea, nor through the Valley of Virginia, while houses
were being burned and stores and supplies were being destroyed
according to the rules of war while many things were being
done to prove true Sherman’s remark, ** War is hell ’—and now

and then contrary to them—neither on the march to the sea nor
on the march through the valley was ever an order issued by a
Union officer to make either place “‘ a howling wilderness,” nor
to “kill everything,” men and women, ‘‘above the age of 10
years.” Neither upon the march to the sea nor on the trip
through the valley of which Sheridan boasted afterwards, when
he had gotten through with it, *‘ that a crow must carry its own
rations, if it wanted to cross it,’”’ did Union soldiers reduce them-
selves to the dgmdation of habitually committing rape and mur-
der, nor any officer to the deeper de ation of ordering either.

It is not my ancestry that is slandered by the gentleman from
Pennsylvania; it is the ancestry of the Northern section of this
country, if anybody. But as an American citizen, as the son of
a ‘““rebel”’ goldier, as a man who is intensely American, although
he is intensely Southern, I want the world to know that when civ-
ilized men were fighting civilized men upon the American con-
tinent—one of them in behalf of the cause of the preservation of
the Union as he understood it, and the other in behalf of the
cause of local independence as he understood it—that the watch-
word was chivalry and fair fight, and that women were not sub-
ject to insult and rapine, and that boys were not murdered be-
cause they had reached the ** age of 10.”

‘Why, Mr. Chairman, have we reached the stage when the Army
is greater than the nation, when the criminals in the Army can
not be held up to the execration of the good men of the country?
If we have, this cry, which has been uttered by some people, that
the Republic had already ceased to exist and the empire and
git?é},}fotmm had taken its place, is demonstrated by the very fact
i 2 .

‘Why, away back years ago when you first embraced this new-
fangled theory of American expansion over non-American and
un-American territory, when you began this newfangled scheme
of extending the American flag where American principles could
not go, when you began this new policy of annexing oriental and
inferior populations and oriental countries, thereby poisoning the
body politic by the admixture of their inferior Ii))foml or else
tempting ourselves to deeds of tﬁmm}y or cruelty, I called your
?Otttfmtion upon the floor of this House to what you would have

ace.

The history of the white people all through the history of the
world is written unerringly so that anyone may understand it.
‘Wherever a higher civi.'lizeg race comes into conflict with a sav-
age race through the fact of war, the civilized power resorts to
savage methods, provoked by the savage character of the foe
whom it opposes. Opélosing barbarians, they think themselves
entitled to become barbarians. What is the lesson to be drawn
from it? Go ahead and exterminate the savage foe or the semi-
savage foe? No; the lesson is to keep yourselves within the lim-
itations and boundaries which God has fixed for the races of the
world, securing the ha%%lgess of your own ple and admitting
the independence and rty of other peoples. [Loud applause
on the Democratic side.

Mr, GROSVENOR and Mr. GROW rose.

The CHATRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio is recognizod.
The Chair desires to call the attention of the committee to the
fact thiz;tt all this debate is practically proceeding by unanimous
consent.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr, Chairman, I want to speak, not upon
the vexed question of Schley or anti-Schley so much as to reply
to the demand or challenge that was made to the Committee on
Rules by the distingunished gentleman from Mississippi, who de-
manded to know why certain resolutions, with a series of pream-
bles. had * slept the sleep of the just,” I believe he termed it, in
the Committee on Rules. I thought it proper to make a brief
answer to that statement, inasmuch as it seems to be a sort of
common purpose to assault the action of the Committee on Rules
upon all occasions and to lay at their door any evil or disappoint-
ment that comes to a member of the House.

This resolution came to the Committee on Rules. Prior to
that time Admiral Schley had made a request, or in the nature
of a demand, for a court of inguiry to investigate the subject-
matter of the dispute that was in the public mind in regard to
the battle of Santiago and kindred topics, among which was the
Maclay matter. That court had made an inquiry, had taken a
vast volume of testimony, and had reported upon it. The verdict
of the court was before the people of the country and it had been
submitted to the Navy Department for approval or disapproval.
Admiral Schley, with very able counsel, who had also appeared
for him before the court of inquiry, went to the Department and
filed exceptions to the report of the court.

A very elaborate and a very able presentation of his claim was
made to the Navy Department, and the report of the Navy De-
partment was made upon that appeal. Then about the time these
resolutions, not far from the time—there have been so many of
them that I can not give the exact date—Admiral Schley appealed
to the President of the United States to set aside the finding of
the court of inguiry and the approval of the Navy Department
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and to reexamine the question of facts, and made such an elabo-
rate and able showing to the President that he decided not only
to examine the entire record of evidence in the case, but upon a
single question about which evidence was excluded by the court
of inquiry the President saw fit to take the testimony of additional
witnesses, as well as the original official reports of the battle and
the campaign, and also the entire testimony taken before the
court of inquj.riwlr. 3
Thereupon the President was considering these questions, and
after a long delaﬂ, which seemed to involve a very careful exam-
ination of the whole subject, in which these ex e arguments
made by the counsel for Schley were considered, the President
made his report, which went to the country. Thereupon Con-
gress, either throngh the instrumentality of a single resolution
of the House, or by concurrent resolution, or a joint resolution of
the two Houses, ordered the pri.nti.nﬁ of the entire testimony, all
the briefs and arguments, as I recollect, all the appeals made in
the case, first from the judgment of the original court of inquiry;
second, the aﬁgmval of the Navy ent to the President,
and finally, the elaborate decision of the President himself.
these were ordered printed and are to be circulated in the country,

the entire proceedings in relation to this vexed guestion.
I should also say that the man Maclay had been peremptorily
driven out of the service of the United States by the President

himself, and his book had been suppressed. Thereupon it was
the unanimous opinion of those members of the Committee on
Raules, so far as I remember, and so far as I heard expression,
that portion of it that discussed the subject when I was present
at least, that to make a report on these resolutions would be the
unnecessary agitatien of a most nnfortunate question, a question
that was giving the country more irritation than satisfaction.
The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has

ired.
hir, WILLIAMS of Mississippi.  Mr. Chairman, Task that the
time of the gentleman be extended five minutes.

The MAN. Thegentleman from Mississippi asks unan-
imous consent that the time of the gentleman from Ohio be ex-
tended five minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no recollection that the question
of rletglogsmg this resolution was ever heard in the full Committee

on 5

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I was about to ask if the two minority
members of the committee were present.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Probably they were not. The gentleman
from Alabama knows how business proceedsin the Committee on
Rules [laughter], and those of ms who have been longer here
know how it has proceeded at other times, whether the House is
Democratic or Republican.

Mr. WILLI of Mississippi. Will the gentleman pardon
me a question?

Mr, GROSVENOR. Yes. .

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman from
Ohio know whether the President ever ordered any investigation

) ;J.isjin& 9,ut. whether Captain Crowninshield ever indorsed Maclay’s
ory?

Mrl.-yGROSVEN OR. I do not know whether he did or not.

Mr. VANDIVER. What does the gentleman from Ohio mean
when he says that Maclay's book had been suppressed?

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand so.

Mr. VANDIVER. How and in what way?

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ordered not to be used in the Naval
Academy. At any rate, public opinion had suppressed it.

Mr. FOSS. May I interrupt the gentleman? I have here a
letter signed by Commander Nicholson, of the Burean of Naviga-
tion, which I would like to read:

I have just communicated with the Superintendent of the Naval Academy,
and he tells me that the first and second volumes of Maclay’s Naval History
have been in use at the A my for several years before the Spanish war.
The third volume—

That is the volume to which the gentleman refers—
never has heen used, and it has never been the intention to use it, as, apart
from its reference to Admiral Behley, it is considered unadvisable for the
purposes of instruction at the Academy.

He also tells me that he doubts if there is even a copy anywhere
in the library of the Naval Academy.

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is a good agecimen of about the
whole of this trouble. The whole United States has been perme-
ated and been impressed with the idea that the Navy Department
was forcing upon the cadets at Annapolis this history of Maclay’s.
Now, it turns ount that it is doubtful if there is a copy of the book
there. And certainly none of this third volume has been used as
a text-book. :

Mr. WILLTAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman tell me
why it was necessary to issue an order to prevent the use of the
third volume of Maclay's history if it has never been used?

Mr. GROSVENOR. It does not appear that there was an or-
der suppressing it.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understood the gentleman
to say that there had been an order issued.

Mr, GROSVENOR. The public had been informed by the
Navy Department a long time before that the book would not be
uséd. I donot know whether it was in' the form of an order or
not, but it turns out that it never was in use and that the third
volume was never used. 5

Mr. FOSS. The first two volumes have been used there, and
were used a long time before the Spanish war.

Mr. GRS OR. Iunderstand. Now, I want to finish my
remarks. Some time in the future I may get into a discussion

about the battle of Santiago, but it will be when I have nothing
else to do. [Lau%hter.] rose, Mr, Chairman, to give the rea-
sons why the resolution was never reported. 'What was there to

agitate this House about after all the facts I have stated? When
every fact connected with it—not only the facts that were brought
out before the court of inquiry, but all the facts that were
brought to the knowledge of the Navy Department by the ablest
counsel that could be procured in its behalf—and after all the
supplemental facts were ht to the attention of the Presi-
dent, and which he immediately notified the world of by publish-
ing the testimony, why should we have agitated and disturbed
the peace of this House by a resolution that could have had no
effect, except as a mere bombshell in the presence of the public—
“me‘lie so(tlmd and fury "’—like the ** talfi: jold!aby aa:. idiot—full of
sound and fury, signifying nothing.” use,

Mr. GROW. I move t,% amend by st b out the last word.

The CHATRMAN., That motion has been made and discussed
?ro and con. As the Chair stated a moment ago, all this debate

or the last hour has been proceeding by unanimous consent. Buf
it is not for the Chair to interpose any ohjection.

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, in the few remarks I made yester-
day, I did not dépreciate the valor or the character of American
soldiers at home or abroad. I attempted, however, in that very
short to call to the attention of the House the rules of what
is called *‘ civilized warfare.””

I remarked that there could not be war among men without
more or less cruelty during war. I attempted to call attention
very briefly to the condition of our citizen soldiers in the Philip-
pine Islands. The population of the Phbl;ﬂapine Islands consists
of three classes: One, intelligent, educated, high minded, and of
high aspirations; another class, not quite so well educated and
with not quite so high aspirations in life; another class that be-
longs to the old Asiatic races that in warfare are crnel and
brutal—a class that indulge in the old cruelties of warfare prac-
ticed by Asiatic races from the beginnihg of history.

The Army in the Philippines has had to deal mostly with this
latter class, The first class has been friendly to Americans from
the beginning. This third class, scattered through the islands
in guerrilla bands, have made war upon their own countrymen
who are in sympathy with the American people. From the cruel-
ties and barbarities which they have committed upon their own
countrymen, friends to Americans, the protection of our soldierss
was needed quite as much as it was for themselves. They would
have been regarded as false to humanity, false to the impulses
?f_ma::rican citizenship everywhere, had they not protected their

riends. .

The military orders that gentlemen on the other side complain
of as cruel have had that object in view as well as for the protec-
tion of American soldiers. It was fo put an end to these barbari-
ties—to these cruelties that belong to Asiatic warfare—perpe-
trated by this third class of the Philippine population. {)tewas
this class that committed the massacre at Samar of a part of the
Ninth Regiment—the regiment that was one of the first to scale
San Juan Hill and drive the Spanish soldiers from their intrench-
ments at the point of the bayonet—the great blow that ended on
land the Spanish war,

Mr, Chairman, the duty of the commander of an army anywhere
is to protect the lives of his soldiers. He is called upon in ex-
treme cases to protect them against great barbarities by adopt-
ing, if necessary, great barbarities in retaliation in order to pre-
vent or to put an end to great atrocities.

Neither the gentleman from Mississippi nor any other gentle-
man can point to any order or any rumor of any order ever issued
in the Philippine Islands by any American officer for the murder
of women and children, as told in the stories that we have heard
repeated here almost every day.

Mr. WILLTAMS of Mississippi. Does notthe gentleman admit
that persons 10 years of age are children?

Mr. GROW. Where?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In the Philippine Islands, or
anywhere.

Mr. GROW. If the “children’ have arms in their hands and
a;gaacting as soldiers what does it matter if they are only 10 years
o

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If my baby had a pistol in his
hand would he not still be a baby?
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Mr. GROW. If your baby did not kill anybody he would not
be hurt. [Laughter and applanse.] If a person, no matter how
young in years, turns assassinand kills like men. what would yon
do with him? Wonld you go and pat him on the head and play
£ ]iInss%Vcat ** with him? >
; r. WILLTAMS of Mississippi.
one interruption?

Mr. GROW. Yes, sir.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I have never complained that
Filipinos with guns in their hands in battle, whether they were
10-year-old boys or women, were shot. But the complaint is that
an order was issued against the general Filipino population, in-
cluding persons only 10 years old, whether they had guns in their
hands or not.

Mr. GROW. We have no information that such order has
ever been issued. You can not find it.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I refer the gentleman to the
declaration of the connsel of General Smith.

Mr. GROW. The massacre at Samar was committed upon
unarmed soldiers. They could have been taken as prisoners of
war, but they were killed by men who massacre prisoners and
bury people alive whom they regard as their enemies. How are

ou to deal with such people? How are you to deal with bar-
%aria.ns when they are prosecuting a warfare npon our soldiers, un-
less you adopt what will prevent their barbarities? [Applause.]

Mr. WHE R. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. GROW. Yes, if it is short.

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman asks how are we to deal
with barbarians. I answer, there was a Man in the world nine-
teen hundred years ago—

A MemBeR. He did not live in Kentucky. [Laughter.]

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, Abraham Lincoln issued anorder
for the Union Army that was a retaliation. e

The CHAIRMAN. The fime of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman’s
time be extended for five minutes.

Mr. GROW. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I can not yield to the gentle-
man to take up my time.

The CHAIR The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani-
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania
be extended five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GROW. Oh,I beg the gentleman’s pardon. [Laughter.]

Mr. WHEELER. Now,will the gentleman permit me one ques-
tion? Of course I can understand the merriment on the other
gide of the Chamber when reference is made to the religion of
Jesus Christ—

. Mr. GROW. The merriment on this side of the Chamber was
at my own mistake, not at the gentleman.
. Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman is too charitable. Themer-
riment on the other side of the Chamber came from the gentlemen
who think it is a matter to be langhed at on that side——

« Mr. MAHON. Oh,that isthe usual kind of talk we hear from
that side.

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, I propose to occupy only a few
moments, simply to repeat the substance of my few remarks made
yesterday. that in all wars there is more or less brutality, and the
commanding general, for the protection of his own soldiers, must
adopt retaliatory measures in extreme cases, if he can do nothing
else, to save their lives. There has been no order issued for the
killing of women and children in the Philippine Islands. Now,
the gentleman from Mississippisays that an order to kill 10-year-
old boys with arms in their hands is an order against children.

Mr. WILLTAMS of Mississippi. Oh, I never said it was an or-
der to kill 10-year-old children with arms in their hands. It was
an order to kill all above 10 years old, with or without arms.

‘Will the gentleman permit

Mr. GROW. If the gentleman will permit me to go on in my"

own way, I will prefer it. The facts were proven before the com-
mittee on investigation that these 10-year old boys had killed
American soldiers in this massacre, and that they were found in
arms in the Philippine army, and they performed the acts of full-
grown soldiers, so far as killing was concerned. Then, why
should not an order agg_ly to them? )

Mr. WHEELER. ill the gentleman permit an answer?

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GROW. Oh, I decline to yield.

Mr. WHEELER. Will not the gentleman be so kind as to
yield for a moment?

Mr. GROW. VYes; I will yield.

Mr. WHEELER. I will ask the gentleman to explain to the
House, in view of his statement, upon what the President of the
United States based his order for the trial by court-martial of
General Smith.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. To ascertain the facts.

Mr. GROW. He has placed everybody charged with making
improper orders on trial.

Mr. WHEELER. What improper order did General Smith

make?

Mr. GROW. It is reported he made, without sufficient excuse,
an order to kill everybody with arms in their hands. If there was
no excuse for retaliation that order would not be proper. If
there was, it is just as proper as any other order.

Mr. WHEELER. ill the gentleman be kind enough——

Mr. GROW. The gentlemen will permit me to finish. An or-
der to prevent barbarity in extreme cases is just as proper as any
order under civilized warfare. The lives of the soldiers must be
protected, if possible, by his commanding officers from cruel mas-
sacre. If is the duty of the officer in charge. if necessary, to put
an end to barbarities and atrocities, if necessary to do so by retal-
iation, recognized everywhere umder the rules of civilized warfare.
That is all I said yesterday, not that Americans were perpetrating
willful and unnecessary brutality anywhere. In warfareitisun-
necessary to burn the homes of unarmed and peaceable citizens.

Yet in our civil war théy were burned on both sides, and no-
body arrayed the armies for that. It is one of the incidents of
warfare. You can not help it. When Sheridan went up the
Shenandoah Valley and some of his soldiers were killed by shots
from dwellings on the roadside, and it could not be told which it
was, he ordered the inhabitants out of the houses and burned them
in his rear., The soldier is under the protection of his officers, and
when he i killed in a barbarous way the officer is justified in re-
taliating if in his judgment that is necessary for the protection of
his soldiers against such assaults.

Before taking my seat I desire to express my thanks to the gentle-
man from Mississippi [Mr, WiLLiams] for his complimentary and
kind reference tomyself. 'What Iwish to saynowin conclusion is
that in the Philippine Islands American soldiers have three classes
of ple to deal with; different in that respect from most wars.
1t 18, as a rule, one class of people, with one set of ideas, habits,
and civilization on one side, and another with the same habits
and ideas. The same general rules will then apply to both sides.
But when barbarous elements, such as do not exist anywhere ount-
side of Asiatic civilization, are to be dealt with, then orders must
be made in extreme cases in retaliation for great cruelties and
barbarities perpetrated ugon American soldiers in order to put
?':lﬁ eng to if, if the lives of the soldiers are not to be uselessly sac-

ficed.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. GROW. Now, if the House will give me two minutes and
gentlemen will let me alone, I should like it.

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent to proceed for two minutes.

Mr. GROW. For two minutes uninterrupted.

The CHATIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GROW. Now, in this case we have had presented tons
a long account of offenses committed by American soldiers. How
did yon get them? The War Department took notice of all these
charges against our soldiers. ey have been examined by the
proper authorities, and now you come in here and parade all these
cases where they have been convicted for all offenses that they
ought to have been convicted for. The last cases to which the
gentleman from Mississippi refers are now under examination by
the President of the United States. He hasto decide whether the
order of General Smith was justifiable under the articles of war
ornot. AsIunderstandit, under the then existing circumstances,
it was justified, and that is what I said yesterday. If I was the
commanding general,anywhereand barbarious atrocities were per-

etrated upon the soldiers under my command, I would adopt a bar-

arism still greater, if possible, if there was no other way, in my
judgment. to save the lives of my soldiers., [Applauseon the Re-
publican side.]

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. CaProN having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tem?ore, a message from the Senate, by
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had
passed without amendment bill of the following title:

H. R. 8106. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel J.
Mahoney.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with
amendments bill of the following title; in which the concurrence
of the House of Representatives was requested:

H. R. 13359. An act making appropriations for fortifications
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the
procurement of heavy ordnance, for trial and service, and for
other purposes.

The mes=age also announced that the Senate had passed bills of
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of
Representatives was requested:

8. 5356. An act to establish an Indian agricultural school at or
near the city of Wahpeton, in the State of North Dakota; and
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8. 4825. An act to provide for a union railroad station in the
District of Columbia, and for other purposes.

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL.,

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the b

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman——

The CHATIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Mississippi rise?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman yield to
me just two minutes?

Mr. FOSS. Not now. I prefer to proceed with the reading of
the bill? 'We shall have more debate a little later.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois demands the
reading of the bill. If there be noobjection the informal amend-
ment wiil be considered as withdrawn,

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Naval training station, Great Lakes: The Secretary of the Navy is hereby
directed to appoint a board com: of naval officers, whose duty it shall ba
to recommend a suitable site for a naval training station at some point on the
shores of the Great Lakes or the waters therewith, and having
recommended such site, if u{pon privatelands, to estimate its value and ascer-
tain as nearly as ticable the cost for which it can be purchased or ac-
quired, and u? their proceedings and action to malke full and detailed report
fo the retary, who shall transmit such report, with his recommendations
thereon, to Congress.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve a point of
order upon this paragraph, and will suggest to the gentleman
that if it meets his approval, we might pass it over and return to
it. I should like to look into the matter a little.

Mr. FOSS. Very well

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]
asks unanimons consent to pass over the paragraph which has
just been read. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman—

The CHATRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 1 move to strike out the last
word.

The CHAIRMAN. It will be necessary for the Clerk to read
another paragraph in order that there may be anything to strike
out. We have just passed over the last paragraph by unanimous
consent. If the gentleman will wait until we have read another
paragraph, then the Chair will recognize the gentleman,

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Very well.

The Clerk read as follows:

Naval War College, Rhode Island: For maintenance of the Naval War
College on Coasters Harbor Island, and care of grounds for same, §8,000; one
draftsman, at §1,200 per year; general repairs to woodwork, ete., minor alter-
ations in quarters, and necessary renewals of furniture, §2,600;

; installing
lightning protection for college building,

.25; services of a lecturer on
nternational law, to be immediately available. §1,000; services of civilian

lecturers rendered at the War College, to be immediately available, $600;
purchase of books of reference, §400; in all, §14,246.25.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I move \{o
strike out the last word.

I listened with very great attention to the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. GroSVENOR] a moment ago, but I failed to note in the gen-
tleman’s remarks the slightest attention paid by him to the object
of the resolutions which I read. The object of those resolutions
was to investigate the conduct of Captain Crowninshield. The

tleman from Ohio said not one word about that. I'said that

e object of the resolution was not to continue the Schley 'Fvesti-
gation; that the American people were satisfied about thaf.

It remains a fact that Maclay asserted, or is alleged to have as-
gerted, that his proofs, calling Schley a coward, a caitiff, and a
liar, were submitted to a brother officer and that that brother
officer read the proof, approved of it, and encouraged the punbli-
cation; and it remains a fact that these resolutions were intro-
duced for the purpose of obtaining an investigation to find out
whether or not that allegation was true, and that the Committee
on Rules have buried the resolution, and the gentleman from Ohio
has not one word to say about it. He seems to think that the
resolutions were to investigate Schley. No; the resolutions were
to investé-igate Captain Crowninshield, and he has never been in-
vestigated yet, and the President has never said anything about
investigating, but has promoted him. I want to investigate, not
Schley, but Schley’s detractors. Now, one word in reply to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GROW], and then I am done,
as far as I am concerned, with this discussion.

In the impartial consideration of the members of this House
upen both sides, is this not a fair and full statement of what the
gentleman from Pennsylvania said, and isit not a full vindication
of whet I asserted, to wit, did he not say that when civilized man
is engaged in warfare with barbarians he ought himself to be-
come a barbarian. Is not that what he said? Is not that all he
said? That whenever you were face to face with barbarity you
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/Were justified in resorting to barbarity? I leave that utterance
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to the sentiment, not of the
Christian world alone, but to the sentiment of the civilized world
everywhere, whether Christianized or not, and will rest assured of
the result in the conscience of good men, gentlemen, and officers.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, in my judgment the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. GROW% has placed before the House
and the country the whole gospel of conquest. What is the use
of discussing whether we have carried on war against the Fili-
pincs according to the rules of civilized warfare or not? Recall-
ing the accounts of the battles in northern Luzon, when within
the very shadows of Manila armed bands of insurrectos and our
forces met in conflict, what did we learn from the published
reports of the casualties? We learned that our forces were ex-
terminating the natives.

The dispatches told us that a battle had been fought here or
there; that so many hundred Filipinos had been killed, none
wounded, and no prisoners taken, while a small number of Ameri-
can soldiers—sometimes one or two, never half a dozen—had been
killed and wounded.

How have conquests been accomplished such as we have under-
taken in the Philippines? Read the history of India prior to the
Christian era, during the four hundred years, for an answer
to this question. Throughout each of a dozen invasions of that
great Empire wholesale slaughter and horrible violence, creati
a reign of terror, were the methods nsed, first by the Pagans an
later by the Dutch, the Portuguese, the French, and the English
in India. It isone chapter of terror in the land.

The same horrible means were employed by the Duteh in Java.
For more than eight hundred years England has held Ireland by
sheer violence. The same sad story records the conquest of Pern
and Mexico by the Spaniards. The same a; ing tragedy is be-
ing enacted in South Africa, and England justifies the horror by
declaring that thus and thus only can she destroy the Boer re-

blics. We are doing what Spain did in Cuba. eylerism was
Justified by SEain on the ground that it was n We can
only justify the horrible means we are employing in the Philip-
pines by declaring that it is necessary. It is the story of all con-
quests. 'We remain in this business with the understanding that
when we attempt the conquest of a country with a numerous
hostile population only barbarous methods will beat down oppo-
sition. If we are to remain masters of the Philippines—if the
people over there are to be held as vassals—they can not be made
to submit by means sanctioned by the laws of war.

What was the purpose of the order of General Smith ordering
the slaughter of the people of the island of Samar? It was to
create a reign of terror. It was to strike terror to the very hearts
of the entire population of that unhappyisland. The people were
hostile to our Government. The only armed forces opposed to
our troops were little bands of irregulars—guerillas—bandits, if
you please. The people sympathized with these marauders—the

nant of the Philippine armﬁ.‘ Some of our soldiers were killed
the Philippine guerrillas. To avenge their death the general
n command of our forces ordered a bloody crusade against the
inhabitants. While all the details are unknown, we know that
the order was flagrantly at variance with the laws and usages of
civilized nations. This is only the begim}ing A hundred years
from now the natives will be our deadly enemies and will op
our sovereignty upon every favorable opportunity. We now hold
the Philippines by force. To quiet active resistance and obtain
what gentlemen would misname peace we must slaughter all who
stand in our pathway—those with arms in their hands and all
who may hereafter take up arms.

Since we began the war of conquest the gentlemen on the other
side of the Chamber have progressed remarkably in the ways of
imperialism. To-day a Congressman of the United States in at-
tempting to justify the methods employed in the campaign in
Samar begs the question by saying that if 10-year-old boys have
guns in their hands an order to kill 10-year-old boys is lawful. It
is nowhere pretended that General Smith ordered the slanghter
of all who had Tguma in their hands, including 10-year-old boys.
He issued an order for the indiseriminate slanghter of the popu-
lation, regardless of whether they were armed or not. He did this
on the assumption that the people, including 10-year-old boys, are
uniformly hostile to our forces. He did it because he knew that
unless prevented by a reign of terror they would upon every favor-
able opportunity rise in hostility against our troops and assail onr
forces. He did it upon the assumption that this hostility is so
deep seated and determined in those people that in order to sub-
Jjugate them we must make war upon even the children.

Now, let us go back a little way—a year or year and a half and
two years ago—when this question was first under discussion. In
reply to the charge that we were forcing American sovereignty
upon the Philippines, the reply was that a majority of the Fili-
pinos were in favor of American control of the islands. If was
said that only one of the tribes was unfriendly to the United States.
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Every speech made on this snbject by Republicans in this House
at former sessions of Congress contained the statement that only
the Tagalogs, a single tribe, were op, to the sovereignty of the
United States. Now we are told that the hostility of the Filipinos
is so deep seated that opposition to our rule is so irreconcilable
that, in order to beat it down, it is necessary to issue an order to
make war upon 10-year-old children. I grant you it is; and so it
will be a century hence. '

‘What is the first thing that is done when our forces enter a
Filipino village? Do they find an armed force to contend with?
No. No armed enemy confronts them. But here are some guns
secreted about the village and these guns must be captured or
socner or later an armed band will be harassing our forces. The
search for the guns can only be successful by employing brutal
measures. The water-cure torture is resorted to to compel the
natives to give up their arms. The natives are seized, interro-
gated, and tortured one after another until the information is ob-
tained, and having disarmed that population our troops pass on
to the next community, and the sickening performance is re-

peated.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. COCHRAN. I should like to have about five minutes
more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent
that his time be extended for five minutes more. Is there ob-

on?

Mr. FOSS. I will have to object. I regret exceedingly to do
so. but I desire to get on with the consideration of the bill.

Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman will notice that the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania had his time extended three times on a
request made at least once on this side.

Mr. FOSS. I think the gentleman from Mississippi had the

game co extended to him.

Mr. COC It seems to me that notice onght to be given
before a r takes the floor.

The MAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects.

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman will have had the last word, if he
cares for that.
Mr. COCHRAN. Well, these things can be remembered by a
man who has a memory. :
l‘:)The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol-
Ws:
Naval Home, Philadelphia, Pa.: One su
1 steward, at $480; 1 matron, at $360; 1
; 1 assistant cook, at 813%1 chief
each; 4 scrubbers, at $168 each; 1 head waitress, at §192; 8 waitresses,
at $168 each; 1 kitchen servant, at £00; 8 laborers, at each; 1 stable
r and driver, at $360; 1 master at at $480; 2 house corporals, at
each; 1 barber, at §360; 1 carpenter, at 1 painter, at ; 1 engineer
;or elevator and machinery, $800; 8 laborers, at $960 each; 3 laborers, at $30
oagch' total for emgloyoe:.raﬂ,m. Miscellaneous: Water rent and lighting.

cemetery, nses, and headstones, $350; improvement of

unds, $780; repnirswbmnfs,bguers. fnmoes..htlumtum $8,000; music

n chaj wn(’); transportation of indigent and destitute beneflciaries to the
Naval Home, §100; rt of beneficiaries, $50,725; in all, for Naval Home,
g%gﬁ. which sum Eﬁom paid out of the income from the naval pension

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. The orders for the destruction of property and supplies
issned by the commanders of the Union forces during the civil
war furnish no precedent for the brutality with which some of
our commanders in the Philippines stand cha: If the charge
has ever been made that either a Confederate soldier or a Union sol-
dier, acting in obedience to orders, made an assault upon or killed
an unarmed noncombatant, I have never heard of it. Individuals
may have done such things, but never in obedience to a general
order of a responsible commander. Harsh measures were resorted
to, but to say that any order issued during the civil war conld be
tortured into an order for the destruction of the population of a
township or a county is absolutely absurd.

Why is it Republican leadersare driven to this desperate refuge?
Woulg they besmirch the fame of themen wholed the great armies
from 1861 to 1865? Is this the only way in which they can ho
to clear our skirts—I say *‘ our,” for we are all interested—of the
infamy practiced in the Philippine Islands?

Lately an aggregation of representatives of all civilized nations
assembled over in Holland for the purpose of promoting universal
peace and settling the laws of war. It was known as The Hague
conference. In that conference the very questionnow being dealt
with by our generals in the Philippine Islands was under consid-
eration. It was declared that where a country is invaded and the
people spontaneously take up arms in its defense they are to be
the judges of how long and in what manner theﬂewill oppose the
invading army. They are held, of course, to the observance of
the nusages of civilized warfare; and this brings me to the con-
gideration of a branch of this subject concerning which the truth
of history shonld be stated.

It is not true that as long as the Filipinos were in the field as
.an grganized force they were guilty of brutality to their prisoners.

tendent of grounds, at 1
cook, at §360; 1 assistant cook, at
at 5 laund.

ATl the evidence is to the contrary, both in their war with Spain
and in the earlier stages of their war with us. And it is not true
that that single chapter of the history of this war has been credit-
able to the forces of the United States. The censorship imposed
by the commanding general was for the purpose of excluding from
the - American public the knowledge of what we have been doing
over there. From the beginning cities were burned, towns were
b , vi were burned, and the destruction of property
was the chief aim of our forces.

The Hague conference forbade the destruction of property of
noncombatants. The Hague conference forbade the deﬁg?uction
of cities and farmhouses. The Hague conference laid down rules
of war far more humane than were recognized by the great na-
tions of the earth at the period of the civil war in America.
Every line of every canon of the law laid down by The Hague
conference has been violated by our Army in the Philippine Is-
lands. Every law and every canon of the laws of war la.ig down
by The Hague conference is being violated by the British army
in South Africa. It is the old, old story of conquest—the old
story of murder and not of war. And yet gentlemen have the
audacity to stand here and say, ‘“ Why do you want to say that
our soldiers would do so and so?’’ I say that our soldiers have
done these things in obedience to the orders of men who bear
commissions as generals of our forces.

I hope the time will never come when an American Representa-
tive will hesitate to characterize such sheer brutality, such li-
censed violence, such offenses against the laws of God and man
as this atrocious order, as inhuman and offensive to every enlight-
ened conscience on earth. I call upon gentlemen who would draw
a parallel between the conduct of the war in the Philippines and
our great civil war to be more specific. They say that our sol-
diers in the Philippines are only traveling in the path marked out
by the soldiers in the war of 1861-1865. I deny it. It is false.
The veterans of the great war will feel complimented when they
see in the papers that the course of the Federal generals is being
held out as a license for what is being done in Samar. The gen-
erals who led them will feel complimented when they hear that
gentlemen on this floor have characterized their campaigns as a
warrant for the Smith campaign in Samar. They will feel com-
plimented when they learn that in order to vindicate the author
of the Samar butchery you seek to besmirch the reputation of the
men who, on both sides of that great contest, exhibited a degree
of honor and chivalry that will forever render the generals who
led and the soldiers who fought in that great struggle illustrious,
[Applause on the Democratic side.%

Mr, LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that the soldiers
for the Union in the war of 1861-1865 ought to be given an opportu-
nity to speak for themselves. In the State of Indiana there was
dedicated yesterday a monument in memory of the soldiers and
sailors who lost their lives in that war—the most magnificent
monument ever erected to private soldiers in all Christendom.
The night before the formal dedication took place the soldiers of
Indiana met and passed the following resolutions——

Mr. COCH RAIS. Before the gentleman reads those resolu-
tions, will he allow me to ask whether it is not stated in the dis-
patch which he is about to read that those resolutions were rail-
mn.dedt ?through over the opposition of a large number of those
presen

Mr. LANDIS. No, sir. Not only is it not a fact that they
were railroaded through over the heads of a majority of those
who atteénded the convention——

Mr, COCHRAN. Ididnotsay ““a majority.” Isaida *‘large
number.”’

Mr. LANDIS. Not only were they not railroaded through over
the heads of a large number of - those who were there, but they
went through championed by one of the most distinguished
Democrats of the State of Indiana. [Applause on the Republican

side,

Mx;l. ROBINSON of Indiana. And they were demounced by
some of the best Republicans in that organization. [Applause
on the Democratic side. ]

Mr. LANDIS. That is all right, but the resolutions went
through all the same, championed by a Democrat who was nomi-
nated two years ago by the Democratic party for Congress in the
district which I have the honor to represent—nominated on a

latform denouncing the war in the Philippines, when their can-
gidnte was leading a company in the Philippine Islands. Obedient
to the same consistency, I would not be surprised to see the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CocHRAN] two years
hence upon a platform made up of the order alleged to have been
issued by General Smith in Samar, supporting Gen. Jacob Smith
for President of the United States. FLaughter and applause on
the Reggblimn side.] . !

Mr. COCHRAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. LANDIS. I say that would be entirely consistent——

My. COCHRAN. ill the gentleman yield for a question?
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Mr. LANDIS. . I will read these resolutions. Let the soldiers
of Indiana speak for themselves:

Whereas certain citizens of the United States are now criticising
duct of our comrades in arms who are defending the American flag and
American institutions in the Philippine Islands; an

Whereas such conduct brin, resh to our memory like criticisms made
by the copperheads of 1860 to lgﬁ: and .

‘Whereas the veterans of the war for the Union abhor and despise all citi-
zens of the United States who refuse to support our Government during war
and can not see wherein the copperheads of 1898 to 1902 are less venomous than
their ancestors: Therefore, be it

Resolved, That the survivors of the war for the Union heartily approve
the conduect of the United States in the war with Spain and the insurrection
in the Philgg({)ine Islands, &nd that we hold in scorn and contempt all citizens
of the United SBtates who see fit to brand our soldiers and their conduct as
cruel and inhuman.

Mr. Chairman, those are the words and those are the sentiments
of the soldiers of Indiana who followed the flag and fought for
the Union from 1861 to 1865. They speak for themselves. They
:Esk nI: Dexilocrat who comes from Missouri to speak for them.

A nse.

[lﬁ'ere the hammer fell.]

Several members called for the re order.

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the informal
amendment will be withdrawn. The Chair hears none. The
Clerk will read. i

The Clerk read the next paragraph of the bill.

Mr. COCHRAN. I move to amend by striking ount the last
word. I wasglad tosee the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LANDIS]
rise in his place and with dramatic force reiterate what the soldiers
of the Union did from 1861 to 1865. That has been a popular di-
version on that side of the Chamber for a good many years.

Mld FOSS. 1shall have to call the gentleman from Missouri
to order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss]
raises the point of order that the gentleman from Missouri is not
discussing the paragraph of the bill under consideration. The
Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. COCHRAN. Ishould like to discuss the resolution pre-
sented by the %ntleman from Indiana.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must confine his remarks to
the paragraph of the bill under consideration. The pointof order
is sustained,

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana.
an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the informal amend-
ment of the gentleman from Missouri will be withdrawn. The
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. RopiNsoxX] rises to present an
amendment, which he will state.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. My motion is to strike out the
last line read by the Clerk. I ask unanimous consent to occupy
three minutes in order to read the pmoaedin%gf the encampment
referred to by my colleague [Mr. LANDIS] in his speech just made.

The CHAIRMKLN The gentleman from Indiana asks unan-
jmous consent to read a certain article which he describes, Is
there objection?

Mr. FOSS. I think I shall have to object.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I hope the gentleman from Illi-
nois will withhold his objection. =

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects.

Mr, ROBINSON o6f Indiana. I do not rise to make a speech,
but to read the proceedings of the encampment referred to by m;
colleague, covering about a dozen lines. I think if T am allowe
to do this it will facilitate the of the bill and will save
time. The gentleman from ois [Mr. Foss] has already been
indulgent, but I ask this, as it is directly in response to the gen-
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Laxpis| on the other side.

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois withdraw
his objection?

' Mr. FOSS. I will for three minutes, but I want to give notice
from now on that I shall insist upon gentlemen speaking here in
the committee to matters germane to the bill.

Mr. KEHOE. Does that apply to the gentleman’s side of the
Chamber as well?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I wish to be recog-
nized for three minutes from this time.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is recognized for three
minutes,

Mr, ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, as bearing upon
the questions ]Erasented and the resolution read by the gentleman

Mz, Chairman, I rise to present

from Indiana [Mr. LANDIS], and as to whether it is the sentiment
of the body that acted upon it, I desire to read about twelve lines
of the proceedings in the convention and bearing on its action.
It may be, as the gentleman says, that Capt. D. F, Allen, of
Frankfort, Ind., was an expansionist nominated on a nonexpan-
sion platform in his district, but the result of the election showed
the return of the present Representative to represent his party by
a good and safe majority.
Mr. LANDIS. Does the gentleman——

XXXV—350

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to
the gentleman from Indiana?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Not until T get through with a
very brief extract from a correct statement of the proceedings of
the G. A. R. convention in Indianapolis. I

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. LANDIS. I wish to ask the gentleman if he denies that
those resolutions were passed.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Just listen until I get throngh
with my three-minute proceeding and the gentleman will be sat-
isfied without asking any questions. It reads as follows:

iy Hans ag sohe Gf o Dot b T bl vatioasn fa the o 1o

I as
g;itlgy N?s'chambers,oof this city, anguaxn-ggngresama“ n n Jlt;?lmnsonm, o? msm m‘;
led t.h:s fight agaj;nst the resflu don. ‘ b 2

Mr. Chambers again took the fioor and bitterly denounced the resclution
as a suicidal measure—

Mr. HEMENWAY (interrupting). Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman decline to yield?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I do for the present,

Mr. HEMENWAY. Does the gentleman decline to yield?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman heard the Chair-
man state that. I am speaking through the Chair.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Why does not the gentleman——

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that this
time tgken up in interruption will not be taken from my three
minutes.

The CHATRMAN. It certainly will.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Resuming the reading of this
resolution—

Mr. LANDIS. Well, read it consecntively.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman
should be called to order.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Lax-
II::S] 11;; notin order. His colleagneisentitled to thefloor. [Loud

nghter.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend, and it will
not be taken from his time, until the committee is in order.

. bﬁ ROBINSON of Indiana. Now, I will get through-all
r. LANDIS. Baut you will not read it all.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman from Indiana
[Mr. Laxpis] usually observes the rulings of the Chair. Weare
all from Indiana, and Indianians are courteous. I will continue
the reading, and mnot trespass on the time and courtesy of the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss].

not designed, to aim a seri i
gt nlation okt il Ml e ooty
CTONS O 8 ANCAIm] BT
suggested, which he destradpmto raag.. i i o

BTOP PARLIAMENTARY PRACTICE.

and James F. Dodge, chairman of the resolutions
ed to allow Mr. Chambers to read this resoluti
) he daﬁx.rtment commander ordered a vote taken on the com-
mi resolution. Mr. Chambers resorted to a parliamentary subterfuge in
the hope of sa the encampment from what E;regarded as an impending
Hen.l. He off his resolu as an amendment, and so by outwitting the

epartment commander got to read it

A motion was then made to table the amendment, which, in the heat of the

moment, was carried. Gen. Irvin Robbins then made the point that the
t:?:e}jé:g of th? amaudmanti tabled the nmltl}lﬂogé but a.lt-hatngh this is d: T -
n T of parliamentary procedure, the department commander h
otherwize and declared the original resolution carried.

Another reliable account says:

The trouble started after the resclutions committee had read the resolu-
tion which it had indorsed. The resolutions were being considered one at a
time. Capt. C.J. Murphy, formerly of Evansville, but now of this city, at
onee took the floor to denounce the resolution, which he did in the most
vigorous manner as & measure wholly unwise and wholly out of place ina
Grand Army of the Republic State encampment. He said he would have no
trouble in convincing who believe that the “ water cure and other un-
heard of cruelties that are as being pi i the natives of .
the Philippines were matters ond the ery of the ican )i?ople
%;e heyonl:i coﬁﬂemnn.tion of the t!iﬁl.ifﬁld world. t%r Ch?nab;ers fg owed

r. Murphy, He pro most vigorously against the resolution and ur
He said such a measure introduced ged

%t it be wit.hdmtwn. s e - E:dm.tht.ga cgcum-
nces was an outrage he organization and would endanger rand
Army. He said he would favor a resolution sustaining the Government in

the prosecution of the war, if one were offered, but he would never support
the measure before the house.

So this is the resolution and the record of proceedings out of
which the gentleman would mold a controversy. He is entitled
to all the satisfaction he can draw from it. It pictures a resolu-
tion that was recated and o , spoken against and de-
nounced by members representing the best eloquence and the
best soldier blood of the Grand Army of the Republic and of the

ublican party. And I do not hesitate to say that the feelings
and judgment expressed by Smiley N. Chambers and ex-Congress-
man Johnson, both high in the counsels and wisdom of the Re-
publican party, are shared by the rank and file of the Grand Army
of the Republic. [Applause].
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Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman—

geveral members on the Democratic side called for the regular
order. iy

The CHATRMAN. Theregularorderisdemanded, The com-
mittee will be in order.

Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask nunanimous consent——

Mr. COCHRAN. Iobject. [Laughter cnthe Democraticside.]

l’f}ﬂg CHATRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for
what?

Mr. LANDIS. I ask unanimous consent for one minute to
read from——

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-
mous consent to speak for one minute. Is there objection?

Mr. COCHRAN. I object.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection?

Mr. COCHRAN. I made the objection, Mr, Chairman.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman does not make it unless he
rises in his seat.

Mr. COCHRAN (rising). I object.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri objects.
[Laughter.

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr, Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to move that both
sides be allowed to submit affidavits. [Prolonged laughter.]

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to read from the Indianapolis Sentinel that the Grand Army of
the Republic adopted a bitter resolution against critics of the
war—

Mr. COCHRAN. Iobject. I object.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Like the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
ROBINSON].

Mr. COCHRAN. Iobject. I object.

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Missouriobjects. The
Clerk will continue the reading of the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT.

Coal and transportation: For the purchase of coal for steamers' and ships’
nse, and other equipment purposes, including expenses of transportation,
storage, and handling the same, §2,500,000.

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word in line 5,
for the purpose of asking a question of the gentleman who is in
charge of the bill. This itemis for coal and transportation. The
following words seem to be new: In line 3, after the words ** for
purchase of coal for steamers’ and ships’ use,” come the new
words “‘ and other equipment purposes, including,” ete.

I want to ask the gentleman if that item is for the purchase of
fuel, or is it the intention of the committee, by reporting the new
words, to anthorize this appropriation for use in t]ile construction
of buildings or other matters than the purchase of fuel? What
is th39 necessity for the other words *‘ and other equipment pur-

eﬁ. "

Mr. FOSS. I will say to my coll e that this language was
sent up by the Department, and we:ﬁve really no explanation
upon those words; but I take it that the words ** for purchase of
coal for steamers’ and ships’ use, and for other equipment pur-
poses,”” would apply probably to the coal for the Bureau.

Mr. CANNON. If that be so, it onght not to be in; but if it is
for fuel for the general purposes of the Navy and not for. the con-
struction of buildings, why, I have no objection to it. I do not
know what the necessity is for it, and if the gentleman i not in-
formed and is satisfied that it is not for the purpose that I have
indicated, I have nothing further to ask.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the informal amend-
ment will be considered as withdrawn. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Depots for coal: To enable the Becretary of the Navy to execute the pro-
vigions of section 1552 of the Revised Statutes, anthorizing the Secretary of
the Navy to establish, at such places as he may deem necessary, suitable de-
ﬁm for “(i)oa.l and other fuel, for the supply of steamships of war, $640,000; in

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to strike out the words **in
all, $640,000.”" They are simply surplasage.

The CHAIRM Isthere objection to the amendment? The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:
T T e
ing, books, and models; stationery for the Bureau; ture for equipment
oﬁce_s n navy-yargm postage ocnerféftﬁm geut a.brgad: f_errlag::. ice,and emeré

ncles arislng ar 1ZATL e burean o mpmen OTeseen an
F:lposaih]etochu;ﬂ .ogg?om. 2 Equip

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to suggest a point of
order in line 8, e 17, the words ** for the Bureaun."

Mr. FOSS. 1 have no objection to that.

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is content that the words shall
go out. I do not care about making the point of order, but I
would if it was necessary.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois move an
amendment?

Mr. CANNON. No; I make the point of order, and the gen-
tleman confesses it. I think that is the best way to put it.

The CHATRMAN., The gentleman from Illinois makes the
pom.tlgf order against the words * for the Bureau,” in line 8,
page 17.

Mr. CANNON. Yes.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

Navy-yard, Boston, Mass.: For i B
iD];lgﬁl%ki: _gtqs'l.i{l,l; o'?.n clerk, aEt' 31,5;%? gggeviu"lx?ittg?:i:? %rggg miﬁlﬁ?ﬁ

4 YD,

Mr, TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, while this bill was under dis-
cussion yesterday——

The CHATRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. TONGUE. To ask nnanimous consent.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his request.

Mr. TONGUE. While this bill wasunder discussion yesterday,
I submitted some remarks, and at the close requested nnanimons
consent that they be extenddd in the Recorp. I wassomewhat
surprised at an objection coming from a gentleman who is usually
the soul of courtesy. Subsequently I learned that it was owing
to a transaction that took place previously, to which I was nota
party. I think now the gentleman who made the objection con-
siders it hardly fair to punish me for conduet for which I am in
no wise responsible, and I therefore now renew the request that
I be permitted to extend in the RECORD the remarks which T made
yesterday.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon asks unani-
mous consent that he be permitted to extend his remarks in the
RECORD.

Mr. CLARK. I couple with that a request that the gentleman
from Missonri [Mr. VANDIVER] be allowed to extend his remarks
in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. The request is modified by the gentleman
from Missouri requesting that his colleague [ Mr. VANDIVER] be also
allowed to extend his remarks in the REcorp. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOOCKS.

Maintenance of yards and docks: For general maintenance of yards and
docks, namely: For freight, transportation of materinls and stores; books,
maps, models, and drawings; purchase and repair of fire engines; fire appa-
ratus and plants; machinery; purchase and maintenance of oxen, horses, and
driving teams; carts, timber wheels, and all vehicles for use in the navy-
yards: tools and repairs of the same; postage on letters and other mailable
matter on public service sent to foreign countries, and telegrams; station-
ery; furniture for Government houses and offices in navy-yards and for the
Burean of Yards and Docks; coal and other fuel, candles, oil, and gas; at-
tendance on light and power
of buildings; attendance on
plants; incidental labor at navy-yards; water tax, tol
el s e b8 pet b e et B e

rie, Ph., for use and accommodation of U, 8. 5. Michigan, $00.000,

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the gen-
tleman from Illinois in charge of the bill to the following words
in lines 21 and 22—

And for the Burean of Yards and Docks.

The same point of order would lie there'as to the words a few
moments ago.

Mr. FOSS. No; that applies to furniture. It is not stationery.

Mr, CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I am making the point of
order against these words. This item is for the maintenance of
yards and docks. Now, I do not want to interfere with that in
the slightest. For freight and so on, and for all these matters—
for furniture for Government houses, offices, and navy-yards—I
do not want to interfere. The words that I do want to interfere
with are *‘ and for the Burean of Yards and Docks.” Now, this
Burean of Yards and Docks makes a contingent fund in the Bu-
rean of the Department. And it is like nnto the other; and my
objection toit is that the legislative bill carries it in the contingent
fund for the Navy Department which is available, and this du-
plicates that.

Mr. FOSS. It isin our last year’s bill.

Mr. CANNON. Iknowitwas. Butmy friend will see at once
that even if it was in the former bill it is vicious legislation that
is :l?t to crawl in, but I apprehend that it escaped his eye.

r. FOSS. I will let it go out.

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman confesses the point of order,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairdidnotunderstand what the point
of order was, but on the statement of the gentleman from Illinois,
the chairman of the committee, that he confesses the point of or-
der, the Chair will sustain the point of order.

Mr. FOSS. I do not wish to confess the point of order, but if
the gentleman desires to strike out those words, why, upon his
statement and explanation of it, I will agree to it.

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Illinois confesses
the point of order the Chair will sustain the point of order, but

ants; cleaning and clearin

up yards and cara
s, lights, fire engines, an .

fire n ratus and
and ferriage; pay of
king boxes, and advertising for
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the Chair was not able to catch enongh of the discussion to know
what the point is.

Mr. C ON. ““And for the Bureau of Yards and Docks,”

in lines 21 and 22. My point is that that provides a contingent
fund in the Navy Department for the Burean of Yards and Docks,
whereas always heretofore, before the bills were divided, and
since, where it has been challenged, the legislative bill provides a
contingent fund for the Navy Department proper.

Mi. GROW. Move to strike it out. That is the quickest way.

Mr. CANNON. I willletit go out by nnanimous consent if
that is the easiest way, but I do not want to waive my rights on
the point of order. I will let it go out by unanimous consent.

e CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent that the words ‘“ and for the Bureau of Yards and
Docks,”” in lines 21 and 22, be stricken from the bill. Is there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

_Mr.FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now
rise.
The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re-
snmed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had nnder consideration the bill (H. R. 14046), and
had reached no resolution thereon.

LANDS IN ALASKA,

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on
Public Lands to ask that the document which I send to the desk
be printed as a House document.

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
consent that the document which the Clerk will read by its title
may be printed as a Hounse document.

The Clerk read as follows:

Swamp lands in Alaska—hearings before the Committee on Public Lands
of the House of Representatives, Wedneaday, February 19, 1902,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentle-
- man from Iowa whether there is a statement accompanying the
report of the committee showing how much this will cost.

r. LACEY. I will say to the gentleman the committee has
authority to publish this without leave of the House, but by pub-
lishing it as a House document instead of a committee document
it goes to the document room, where it will be for the general
benefit of members and be more convenient for access than if it
were published by the committee. The committee has authority
to publish it, but then it will be a committee document.

e SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 1

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask nnanimous consent to
nonconcur in the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 13559)
making appropriations for fortifications and the armament thereof,
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and
for other ,and ask for a conference.

The SPEE%O_EEE The gentleman from Indiana, from the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, asks unanimous consent that the House
disagree to the amendments of the Senate to the fortifications ap-

ropriation bill, and ask for a conference. Is there objection?
%After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.
The Chair appoints the following conferees: Mr. HEMENWAY, Mr.
LiTTAvER, and Mr. McRAE.

ISTHMIAN CANAL,

Mr. HEPBURN. DMr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
have printed as a House document a letter from the Secretary of
State, transmitting certain corresgondeuce and a copy of the con-
vention which the Government of Colombia is ready to sign with
the United States respecting an isthmian canal.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
consent to publish as a House document certain papers from the
State Department affecting an isthmian canal. Isthere objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED

STATES.

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
rted that they had presented this day to the President of the
nited States for his approval bills of the following titles:
H. R. 13996. An act making appropriations for the diplomatic
and consular service in the Repablic of Cuba;
= I:Iid R. 52564. An act granting an increase of pension to Enos G.
udd;
H. R. 11850. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan A.
v%knﬁanmw An £
- B : act granting an increase of pension to Fred-
ariﬁk I? Clark; e & ® j
. R. 11920, act granting an increase of pension to George
W. Wertz;

s H. R. 5870, An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar W.
OWEry; .
H. R. 8007. An act granting an increase of pension to James

W. Lewis:
H. R. 12145. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb
W. Story;
H. R. 12015. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar
T. Daniels;
H.R.12239. Anactgrantinganincrease of pension to AgnesClark;
H. R. 12855. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton
Brown;
H. R. 12713.
McCormick;
H. R. 11051.
E. Williams;
Ho B 1117
T. Hamilton;
H. R. 11825.
Merrick;

An act granting an increase of pension to Bernard
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry
An act granting an increase of pension to William
An act granting an increase of pension to James
. An act granting an increase of pension to Albion
H. B. ;11685.

Briggs;

H. R. 11695.
‘W. Hatton;

H. R. 11783. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
M. Montgomery;

H. R. 12899. An act granting an increase of pension to William
H. Rightmire;

H. R. 13416. An act granting an increase of pension to Isabella
H. Thompson; .

H. R. 13439. An act granting an increase of pension to William
Blanchard;

H. R. 11894, An act granting a pension to Hannah A. Timmons;

H. R. 12552. An act granting a pension to Erwin A. Burke, alias

Burt A, Erwin;
R. 13093. An act granting a pension to Eliza A. Brownlow;
R. 12788. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth McDonald;
R. 11181. An act granting a pension to Alice D. H. Krause;
R. 11787. An act granting a pension to John J. Manner;

H. R. 4393. An act reserving from the public lands in the State
of Oregon, as a public park for the benefit of the people of the
United States, and for the protection and preservation of the
game, fish, timber, and all other natural objects therein, a tract
of land herein described, ete.;

H. R. 5096. An act to place the name of Paul Crum on the
muster rolls of Company B, First Regiment North Dakota Vol-
unteer Infantry; :

H. R. 9037. An act to allow the commutation of and second
homestead entries in certain cases;

H. R. 13288, An act to anthorize the construction of a bridge
across the Tennessee River in Marion County, Tenn.; and

H. R. 13076. An act to apportion the term of office of Senators
at the first general election in the Territory of Hawaii.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R. 13996. An act making appropriations for the diplomatic
and cohsular service in the Republic of Cuba;

H. R. 18371. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
D. Palmer;

H. R. 13036. An act granting an increase of pension to John B.
Greenhalgh;

H. R. 13019. An act granting an increase of pension to Mari-
etta Elizabeth Stanton;

o HS R.hl2978. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles

. Smith;

H. R. 12054. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Burrill;

H. R. 11170. An act granting an increase of pension to William
Kunselman;

H. R. 11133. An act granting an increase of pension to James
D. Lafferty;

H. R. 10821. An act granting an increase of pension to Abby
T, Daniels; .

H. R. 10488. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate W.
Milward;

H. R. 8341. An act granting a pension to Hannah C. Chase;

H. R. 7229. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin
M. Dunning;

H. R. 7228. An act granting an increase of pension to Christian
Christianson;

H. R. 6172. An act granting an increase of pension to Fried-
T Tt at g on s o esion .1 .

SH : an increase of pension ()
Campbell; & s

An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb C.
An act granting an inerease of pension to George

H.
H
H
H
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H. R. 4451. An act granting an increase of pension to George
K. Thompson;
. R. 8238, An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo
‘Weeks; and
H. R. 1724, An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel
F. Thompson.
SENATE BILLS REFERRED,

Under clause 2 of Rule XX1IV, Senate bills of the following titles
were from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro-
priate committees as indicated below:

S. 5356. An act to establish an Indian agricultural school at or
near the city of Wahpeton, in the State of North Dakota—to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

8. 4825. An act to provide for a union railroad station in the
District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr.
PrARRE for ten days, on account of important business.
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad-

journ.

The motion was agreed to.

And accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 8 minutes p. m.) the House
adjourned.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com-

?ﬁnications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as
ollows: .

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a communication from the Attorney-General submitting
statement as to claims of legal representatives of W. G. Brown-
low, Brownlow & Haws, and Brownlow, Haws & Co.—to the
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings filed b%vtha court in the case of
R. A. Wood, sole heir of estate of Eliza Wood, against the United
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be

rinted.

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with
draft of a bill, papers relating to the claim of Lonewolf—to the
Committee on ims, and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow-
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named,
as follows:

Mr. POWERS of Maine, from the Committee on the Territories,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8976) to en-
courage salmon culture in Alaska and for the protection of per-
sons engaged in the production thereof, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2062); which said
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing, to which
was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 143) to provide for
the printing of a digest of the United States customs laws and
decisions, reported the same without amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 2067); which said bill and report were referred
to the ngmttee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2276) to fix the time of
holding the circuit and district courts for the Southern district
of West Virginia, reported the same without amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 2055); which said bill and report were
referred to the House Calendar,

Mr. OVERSTREET, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 4769) to fix the fees
of jurorsin the United States courts, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2056); which said
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar,

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 911)
anthorizing the Federal Railroad Company to construct a com-
bined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mis-
souri River at or near the village of Oacoma, Lyman County,
8. Dak., reported the same without amendment, accompanied by
a neg:rt (No. 2059); which said bill and report were referred to
the House Calendar.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of
the House (H. R. 14051) granting to N. F. Thompson and asso-
ciates the right to erect a dam and construct power station at

Muscle Shoals, Alabama, reported the same with amendments, ac-
companied by a report (No. 2063); which said bill and report were
referred to the House Calendar. .

Healso, from the same committee, to which was referred the hill
of the House (H. R. 14111) to authorize the construction of a bridge
across the Tennessee River, in the State of Tennessee, by-the Har-
riman Southern Railroad Company, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2064); which said bill
and report were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14189) to permit the
occupancy of the public printing building by the GrangeArmy of
the Republic, reported the same with amendments, accompanied
by a report (No. 2065); which said bill and report were referred
to the House Calendar.

Mr, RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of
the House (H. R. 14109) to authorize the Macon Ice, Light, and
Power Company to construct certain improvements on the Nox-
ubee River, in the State of Mississippi, reported the same with
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2068); which said
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS. -

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv-
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole
House, as follows:

Mr. NEVIN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re-
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 5213) for the relief of Sadie
Thomé, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by
a report (No. 2058); which said bill and report were referred to
the Private Calendar.

Mr. NEEDHAM, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 6301, reported
in lien thereof the following substitute, H. R. 14471, to indem-
nify the American Surety Company, of New York, for moneys
paid as surety under ap bonds in suits against certain Mis-
sion Indians of California, accompanied by a report (No. 2060);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MOODY of Oregon, from the Committee on the Public
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12240)
gmntingl to Nellie Ett Heen the south half of the northwest quar-
ter and lot 4 of section 2 and lot 1 of section 3, in township 154
north, of range 101 west, in the State of North Dakota, reported
the same without amendment, accompanied b'K areport (No. 2066) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar,

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XTII, adverse reports were delivered to
the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows:

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4387) for making
a grant of alternate sections of the public lands in the Territory
of Alaska to aid in the construction of a certain railroad in said
Territory, and for other purposes, reported the same adversely,
accompanied by a report (No. 2057); which said bill and report
were laid on the table.

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.
8086) authorizing the Federal Railroad Company to construct a
combined rai , wagon, and foot bridge across the Missouri
River at or near the village of Oacoma, Lyman County, S. Dak.,
reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 2061);
which said bill and report were laid on the table.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.,

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there-
upon referred as follows:

A bill (H. R. 6175) for the relief of the estate of Samuel Lee—
Committee on Appropriations discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Claims.

A bill (H. R. 14440) granting a pension to William L. Buck—
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
(f)f 1{.lw following titles were introduced and severally referred, as
ollows:

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 14469) to pension civil em-
ployees of the Government navy-yards when injured in the per-
ce of duty to such an extent as to be incapacitated to earn

a living—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service,
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By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 14470) for the re-
lief of the nurses who served in the Spanish-American war—to
the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. NEEDHAM, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: A
bill (H R. 14471) to mdemmfy the American Surety Company,
of New-York, for money paid as surety under appeal bonds in
suits against certain Mission Indians of California, and for other
purposes, in lieu of H. R. 6501—to the Private Calendar

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 14488) to rovide for Fed-
eral inspection and taxation of mixed goods and the proper mark-
in%of the same—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

y Mr. BARTHOLDT: A resolution (H. Res. 263) directing
the Secretary of the Navy to furnish the House with eopies of the
complete correspondence, ete., between the Navy Department and
Rear-Admiral Kempff, relating to bombardment of Taku forts in
China—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

TUnder clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of
thﬁ following titles were introduced and se\rerally referred as
follows:

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 14472) gran a pension to
George E. Eberhardt—to the Committee on Invahd Pensions,
By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 14478) to quitclaim all

interest of the United States of America in and to all of lot No. 1,
in square No. 1140, in the city of Washington, D. C., to Sidney
Bieber—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 14474) for-the relief of the

tatives of Abraham Lawrence, deceased—to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 14475) granting an increase
on pension to David E. Lawton—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 14476) granting an in-
crease of pension to James M. Cornelison—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 14477) granting
a pension to John Bruff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 14478) granting an increase
of pension to Luman Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
gions.

By Mr. HANBURY: Abill (H. R. 14479) granting an increase of
pension to Lewis Leavens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14480) to remove the charge of desertion
against the name of George W. Smith—to the Committee on Mil-
1tary Affairs.

Mr. KERN: A bill (H. R. 14481) granting an increase of
nsxon to Joseph H., Whitehead—to the Committee on Invalid
ensions:

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 14482) granting a pension to
Fraices L. McArthur—to the Committee on Peasn:zummma

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R, 14483) a propria-
tion to pay the estate of Samuel Lee, deceased, in for any
claim for pay and allowances made by reason of the election of
said Lee to the Forty-seventh Congress and his services therein—
to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14484) granting an
increase of pension to Nelson Purcell—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 14485) for the relief of the
estate of N. M. Buyers—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14486) for the relief of the estate of Mrs.
Henly Patton—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 14487) granting an
iu):tcreasa of pension to Levi Conklin—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: A bill (H. R. 14480) granting a
pension to Ann M. Coady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 14490) granting an increase of

nsion to Lawson P. Pearson—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 14491) for the relief of the Meth-
odist Episcopal Church South, of Clarksville, Johnson County,
Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 14492) granting a pension to
Marvin H. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Penmons

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 14493) granting an increase of
pensionto John Alley, fifth—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Hlinois: A bill (H. R. 14494) to remove
the charge of desertion against George S. Strange—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:
By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolutions of Manufacturers’ Club of

Buffalo, N. Y., to amend tariff law respecting meats—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, resolutions of Auxiliary No, 28, Ladies of Union Veteran
Legmn Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the passage of House bﬂl 3087—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: Petition of O. P. Peterson and 28
others, officials and employees of the Megquier & Jones Company,
of Porﬂand Me., for the repeal of the tariff on beef, veal, mut-
ton, and pork—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of the heirs of David Sevier,
deceased, late of Sullivan County, Tenn., for reference of war
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Colonel James H. Childs
Post, No. 230, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Penn-
sylvania, favoring the passage of House bill 3067—to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of National Business L
Chicago, I11., favoring the establishment of a departmento
merce and industries—to the Committee on Interstate a.nd For-
eign Commerce.

By Mr. FOSS: Resolutions of the National Business League
Chicago, Ill., favoring the creation of a Department of Gom
merce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commeroe.

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutionsof the National Business
of Chicago, Ill., in favor of the establishment of a Departmen| of
Commerce and Industries—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By . HANBURY: Resolutions of Citizens’ Union of the
twentieth assembly district of Brooklyn, N. Y., indorsing House
bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. HILL: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of
New Haven, Conn., favoring House bill 8337, to amend an act to
regulate commerce—to the Commttee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. IRWIN: Petition of S. E. Smith and other citizens of
Owensboro, Ky., favoring Senate bill 5002 and House bill 12940,
%esgognated as the inquiry commission bill—to the Committee on

abor.

By M;'.tg ACK: lefiasolntions of Pé)sg‘ 1\1:7'0. 5(}0,10f I_Jehélont,_Grat?ld
Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, favoring the
passage of House bill 3067—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. JOHNSON: Paper to accompany House bill 14206,
granting a pension to Mary J. Moon—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. KERN: Resolutions of Centralia Turn Verein, of Cen-
tralia, I1l., advocating the adoption of a resolution of sympathy
for the Boers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Fort Worth, Tex., in
favor of House bills 178 and 179, reducing the tax on distilled
spirits—to the Committee on Wa.ys and Means.

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of Citizens’ Union of the Twen-
tieth assembly district of Kings County, N. Y favoring the
passage of House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—
to tbel?rommwtee og the lgoost-Oﬁce andH Poat-%ads ting

MANN: Paper to accom ouse n a -
to Frances L. McArthIt)l.;‘—to the (h%ttee on Peg::aons .

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petition of Iron Trade Council of San
Francisco, Cal., favoring the construction of war vessels in the
United States navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. McDERMOTT: Petition of citizens of the State of
New Jersey, asking that the duty on beef, veal, mutton, and pork
be repealed—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MOON: Resolution of Post 53, Grand Army of the
Republic, of nachee, Tenn., favoring ‘the passage of House
bill 3067—to the mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ROBERTS: Resolutions of board of aldermen of Som-
erville, Mass., favoring the passage of House bill 6279, to increase
gle pay oa;atter carriers—to the (}omm.lttee on the Post-Office and

081~ .

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of
pension to John Alley, fifth, of Lynn, Mass.—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RYAN; Paper to accompany bill 14459, for the relief of
3?6 heirs of Hercules Webster Bauld—to the Committee on
aims.

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Resolutions of the common
council of Grand Haven, Mich., urging the passage of House bill
163, to pension employees and dependents of Life-Saving Service—
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr.SPERRY; Resolutions of the ber of Commerce of
New Haven, Conn., in relation to amendment of the interstate-
commerce act—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr. SWANSON: Petition of Esom Huff, of Floyd County,
Va., for reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the
Committee on War Claims,

eof
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By Mr. WILSON: Resolution of Citizens® Union of the Twen-
tieth assembly district of Kings County, N. Y., indorsing House
bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Paper to accompan*iﬂousa bill
to amend the military record of John S. Strange—to the Commit-

By Mr. YOUNG: Resolutions of National Association of Manu-
facturers of Philadelphia, Pa., in relation to ship subsidies, isth-
mian canal, reciprocity, and other bills pending in Congress—to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
SATURDAY, May 17, 1902

The House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by
W. J. BRowNING, Chief Clerk, who read the following commu-
nication:

MAY 17, 1902
I hereby designate Hon. JOHN DALZELL, of Pennsylvania, toact as Speaker

pro tempore during this day.
D. B. HENDERSON, Speaker.
Therenpon Mr. DALZELL took the chair as Speaker pro tempore.
The Chaplain, Rev. HENrRY N. Coupen, D. D., offered prayer.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL.
Mr. FOSS. Mry. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of the naval appropriation

bill,
The motion was agreed to.
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the

Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. SHERMAN in the
chair, for the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of
the bill the title of which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

The bill (H. R. 14046) making appropriations for the naval service for the

year ending June 20, 1903, and for other purposes.
: The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol-
OWS:

Navy-yard, New York, N. Y.: For 1 clerk, at §1,400; 1 writer, at $1,017.25; 1
d pllot, 82.000; 2 masters of tugs, at §1,500 each; 2 writers, at 900 each; 1
‘oreman laborer, at §£.50 per diem; 1 mail messenger, at §2 per diem, includ-
ing Sundays; 2 messengers, at $2.25 per diem each; 1 dmggmun, at & per
diem; 1 quarterman, at $3 per diem; qesuperi.utendent of teams, or qu,arP;r.
man, at $4 per diem; 1 messenger to commandant, at §.25 per diem, includ-
Ln%Sundayg: 1 messenger, yards and docks, at §2.25 per diem; 1stenographer
and typewriter, at §1.26 per diem; 1 electrician, at $1,400; 1 bookkeeper, or

accountant, at $1,200; in all, §21,666.13.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Myr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 21, line 17, after the word * diem,"” insert * including Sundays
when employed.”

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on that.
I will say to the gentleman that I would like to have this matter

ssed over in order to give me time to investigate it.

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is satisfactory to me,

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this paragraph will be
passed over temporarily.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Naval station, San Juan, Porto Rico: One clerk, §1.200; one writer, com-
mandant’s office, §860; one mail messenger, $420; in all, 2,580,

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
out the last word. The day that the committee took up the bill
I inquired of the chairman of the committee if he could give us
the amount appropriated in this bill for improvements in our in-
sular possessions. The chairman said that later on he would do
so. We have passed one item relating to Cavite, in the Philippine
Islands, and we are now on one for Porto Rico, and still right
ahead is another for Hawaii, and still another for Cavite. I
would be glad if the chairman would state how much this bill
carries for our new possessions, and where the improvements are
to be made.

Mr. FOSS. I will say to my friend from Tennessee that these
.are the only two items which we have reached—San Juan and
Porto Rico, §2.580, and also cne in Cavite, a small item for

460,

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I was looking the bill through
yesterday, and I found ten or twelve items, but I did not aggre-
gate them myself, and I thought the gentleman had the amount.

Mr. FOSS. I have not added up the amounts.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Arve the amounts the same that
the Secretary of the Nayy has recommended? 2 bl

Mr, FOSS. Oh, no. We have not made any large appropria-

tions for the Philippine Islands or Porto Rico. There was an
estimate that came in for the establishment of a naval station at
San.Juan, Porto Rico, but we cut them out. There were esti-
mates for a naval station in the Philippine Islands, but that we
cut ont. The only provisions we made for foreign stations is
some small appropriations for the old Spanish station at Cavite,
near Manila, which we have been using, and to it have added
temporary buildings, tools, machinery, and one thing and an-
o}i;];er, in order that we might be able to make repairs on our
ships.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is there any provision in the bill
for enlarging the residence for the Navy officers at Manila?

Mr. FOSS. Not at all: the only provision of any importance
that we make is to provide for a floating dock which can be used
there or at any other naval station. That is the only item of any
importance whatever.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The naval officers there stated to
me that they were anxious to have their headquarters enlarged.
I did not know but that this bill provided for it.

Mr. FOSS. I know theﬁeare very anxious about it, but the pol-
icy of the committee has been to go slow in the establishment of
naval stations abroad.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If the chairman aggregates the
amounts that nunder this bill go to our colonies, I woulga be glad
to know the sum.

Mr. FOSS. I will have the clerk figure them up.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask not only for my own infor-
mation. but for ihe information of the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn.

There was no objection.

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as
follows:

Nayy-ynrd: New York, N. Y.: Paving and grudinﬁ. to continue, $20,000;
dredging, to continue, §25,000; coal-storage and coal-handling plant, exten-
sions, S100.000; railroad system, extensions, 815.000; extending building num-
bered 41, 560,000; locomotive and car shed, $25,000; improvements to buildi

nu.mberm?sl(ﬂl. £22.000: fittings for building numbe A3, $6,000; fittings an

electric tower, building numbered 22, £7.000; extending locomotive-crane

track, $20.000; electﬁﬁ“glant. extensions, $40,000; electric-light system, exten-
“sions on cob dock, $28,000: rebuilding crane track, dry dock numbered 3, $17,000;
extending building numbered 116, 10,000; coal pocket and machinery for con-
struction and repair, 8,000; electric wiring, building numbered 28, §B,000;
storehouse for naval sus‘ply fund stores, to complete, §50,000; new roof for
steam-engineering foundry, $22,000; in all, navy-yard, New York, N. Y.,

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment. which I send to the Clerk’s desk.
The Clerk read as follows:
On page 28, line 15, after the word * dollars,” insert ** barracks for enlisted
men to cost §500,000, 200,000,
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order.
Mr. FITZGERALD. Ithink we had better dispose of the point
of order now. Thisis simplg' the continnance of a public work.
If a provision like this is subject to a point of order, then every
similar provision in the bill will go out on a point of order. This
is for the continunance of a public work of improvement at one of
these navy-yards, and every improvement of any kind must be
anthorized in this way. -
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss]
desire to discuss the point of order?
Mr. FOSS. I simply reserve the point of order to hear from
the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] on the merits
of the proposition.
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is of-
| fered for the purpose of carrying out the recommendation of the
| Secretary of the Navy. For a greai number of years the en-
listed men at the navy-yard at Brooklyn were housed in & receiv-

| ing ship called the Vermont. Last snmmer this vessel was dis-
continned as a receiving ship, and in place of it the Columbia,
which was built as a commerce destroyer, was substitnted, The
Columbia is entirely unfit for this purpose. It was built for the
purpose of being used in time of war to destroy the commerce of
any enemy on the high seas. It is constructed so that it may
develop the highest possible speed and it has sufficient armament
to overcome the trading vessel. If is so cut up with compart-
ments and filled with machinery that it is not at all suited for
the purposes of a receiving ship.

Some time in Jahuvary of the present year I introduced a reso-
| Intion calling upon the Secretary of the Navy for information re-
| garding the discontinuance of the Vermont as a receiving ship at
'| the Brooklyn Navy-Yard. That resolution was as follows:

| __ Resolved, That the Sceretary of the Navy be requested to transmit to the
House of Representatives, if not incompatible with the public service, copies
of all reports, papers, and_documents ralative to the discontinnance of the
| Vermont as a receiving ship at the New York Navy-Yard, and the present
| disposition of the said Yermont, together with a statement of the number of
| men received on the said Vermont for a period of five years previous to its
| discontinnance as a receiving ship, the average number of men hou
thereon during the said period, the number of men who reported sick on said
vessel during said period, with the nature of their ailments, and the number
of men who died thereon during said period, with the causes of their death.
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